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To' the Honourable The KNIGHT'S, CITIZENS, and BURGESSES, 
in Parliament afiembled. 



The Sixth REPORT of the Commissioners 

appointed to enquire into the Fees, Gratuities* Perquilites, 
and Emoluments, which are or have been lately received in 
certain Public Offices in Ireland ; and alfo, to examine into 
any Abufes which may exift in the fame; and into the prefent 
Mode of receiving, colledting, iffuing, and accounting for 
Public Money in Ireland. 



I N continuation of our Enquiries into the Excife Revenue of Ireland, we 
have proceeded to examine into the mode of colledting and managing 
the Malt Duty. On comparing the average quantity of Malt made, 
and charged with Duty, for the three years ending 25th March 1799, with 
the average of three years ending the 5th January 1805, a decreafe to the 
extent of one-fourth appears to have taken place. This decreafe may 
beconfidered as exhibiting the effedt of an Adt palled in the year 1800, 
wherein a prohibition that had exifted fince the commencement of the 
Malt Duty, againft the ufe of Raw Grain in Diftillation, was omitted, 
and the Diftiller was called upon to fhew Permits, at the rate of one barrel 
of Malt for every 14 gallons of Spirits (or in default thereof was charge- 
able with the Malt Duty) inftead of one barrel for every feven gallons, as 
had been previoufly required. From this comparifon, it is to be obferved, that 
the interval between 25th March 1799 and 5th January 1802 is excluded, 
as during that period the manufadture of Malt experienced a temporary 
check, partly from the fcarcity of Grain, and partly from the prohibitory 
interference of the Legiflature. By another Adi paffed in the year 1 805-, 
the claufe requiring the Diftiller to ftiew Permits at the rate. of one barrel 
of Malt for every 14 gallons of Spirits was omitted, and the Diftiller, 
being left without reftridtion in the ufe of Raw Corn, there appears a fur- 
ther decreafe in the produce of Malt on an average of the two years ending 
5th January 1807. As, however, the Irifh Breweries have of late years 
greatly increafed in number and extent, this progreffive redudtion of the 
quantity of Malt brought to charge within the laft five years, cannot 
folely be imputed to the removal of thefe reftridtions ; but, we are inclined 
to think, muft in fbme degree be attributed to the efforts of the Smuggler, 
inftigated by the fucceffive augmentations of the Duty, and encouraged 
by the ignorance, negledt, or corruption of the Officers of the Revenue. 

Since the year 1795, when the Duty on Beer ceafed, it has become 
hnpoffible to form a con-eft eftimate of the Quantity confumed in this 
4. country; 
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(Ireland.) — Sixth REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS [Excife 
country; but, by the Returns made to the Irifli Parliament, it appears that 
on an average of the five years ending 25th March 1795, there were an- 
nually made in Ireland 532,852 barrels of Strong, and 199,860 barrels of 
Small Beer, and that of Ale and Beer, there were imported 100,084 
barrels, from which deducting 1 69 re-exported, there remained forborne 
confumption 99,915 barrels; taking thefe together, and computino- two 
barrels of Small Beer to be equal to one of Strong, the total confumption 
of Ireland, in the year 1 795, may be eftimated at 732,697 barrels of Strono- 
. Beer, The' prefent confumption may, we think, he computed at an in- 
•creafe of little lels than one-half of that -quantity, or at 1,099,045 barrels 
•of Strong Beer annually; for the manufaflure of which (allowing one. 
barrel of Malt to every barrel and a half of Strong Beer, which is ftated 
to us as the ufual proportion) 732,697 barrels of Malt would be requifite; 

, an amount exceeding the quantity brought to charge in any of the three 
years -ending 5th January, 1807. 

In the opinion which we entertain, refpeCting the increafe of the 
Breweries fmee the year 1795, we are further confirmed by the increafed 
importation of Hops that appears to have taken place fince that period. 

The importation of Hops, on the average of five years ending 1795, 
was 14, 1 35 cwts. per annum. This quantity at 2 fib. to each barrel of 
• Strong Beer, which we underftand to be the ufual allowance, would be 
fufficient for the manufacture of 633,248 barrels, which exceeds the 
quantity cf Strong Beer eftimated to have been made in that year by 466 
barrels. The importation of Hops, on the average of five years ending 
5th January 1807, was 22,976 cwt. per annum, which, at 2,^ lbs. to 
•each barrel of Strong Beer, would be fufficient for the maiiufadture of 
1,029,325 barrels, a quantity which the confumption of Beer in 1795, if 
increafed by one-half, would exceed to no greater extent than 70,000 
barrels. 

The proportion of Malt now ufed in the Diftilleries cannot be precifely 
afeertained. The allowance of a Drawback of 10 d. Britifh per gallon, 
as a compenfation for the Ma-lt Duty, appears founded on the prefumption 
that one barrel of Malt is ufed for every 12 gallons of Spirits; we are, 

. however, inclined to think, that one part of Malt to three of Grain, or 
one barrel of Malt to every 24 gallons of Spirits, approaches nearer -to the 
proportion actually ufed. 

The quantity of Spirits charged with Duty in Ireland on the average of 
two years ending 29th September 1806, as ftated in our Report on the 
Diftilleries, was - - - - - 3,726,200 Gallons, 

lo which add exported from the King’s Warehoufes 654,558 

Making the Total charged with Duty, and exported 

from the King’s Warehouses - - 4,380,758. 

If we fuppofe one-fourth of the Grain ufed in the manufacture of this 
quantity of Spirits to have been Malt, and compute 6 gallons of Spirits 
as the produce of each barrel of Corn, the requifite proportion of Malt 
would amount to 182,531 barrels;' but, as by the acknowledgement of the 
Oilfillers, there appears to have been produced as much more Spirits as 
were charged with Duty, and exported from the King’s Warehoufes, we 
may eftimate the quantity of Malt actually ufed in the Licenfed Diftilleries 
at 365,062 barrels annually, which, added to 732,697 barrels, the efti- 

mated 
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mated confumption of the Breweries will give an annual confumption of 
Malt in Licenfed Breweries and Diftilleries, amount- 
ing to - - 1,097,759 barrels, 

but the Quantity brought to charge, on an average of 
2 years ending '5th January 1807, amounted to no 
more than - - - - - - - - 711,166 barrels, 
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which, dedu&ed from the above, will leave - - 386,593 barrels, 

as the quantity of linuggled Malt uled by Licenfed Brewers and 
.Diftillers. 

Some deduction, however, mu ft be admitted on account of the ufe 
of Raw Corn in the Breweries, a pra&ice of late introduction, and of no 
inconfiderable extent, although it may not yet have become general. 

It would not, however, be ealy for the Licenfed Manufacturer to evade 
the Duty, unlefs he were feconded by the connivance and .corruption of the 
Officers employed to check and controul him; for fuch is the nature and 
length of. the procefs, that honefty and attention in obferving and enforc- 
ing the provilions of the Law, would, without great knowledge or expe- 
rience, b.e fufficient. to detect the clandeftine manufacture of fo bulky an 
article in lome ftage of the operation. The reftriCtions of the Law, 
therefore, numerous and minute as they appear to be, will, we think, at 
prefent admit of little change or relaxation. 

In the 1 2th year of the R,eign of Queen Anne, an A 6 t was palled in 
England for charging and fecuring a Duty 0.11 Malt ; and the regulations 
which were then eftablifhed have, with fame few alterations and addi- 
tions, continued to be thq Law of that part of the United Kingdom. 

The fir, ft Irifh ACt for regulating the Trade of a Maltfter, and fecuring 
the Duties on Malt, which pafled in the year 1785, adopted the fame 
fyftem, viz. that of furvey, and fubftantiallv the fame regulations. By 
this Act it was provided,. That no Maltfter thou Id make or expole to fale 
any Malt, without having firft regiftered with the Commiffioners of the 
Revenue, or other proper Officers, his name, place of abode, and premifes, 
and the dimenfions of the feveral floors in his Malthoufc or Malthouies, 
Specifying the number of fquare feet which they contained, and alfo the 
dimenfions of the feveral fteeps or cifterns therein, and the quantity of 
.Barley which each was capable of containing ; and that no regiftry of any 
Malthoufe to be afterwards ereCied, fhould be received, unlefs the cifteni 
-or fteep was fufficient to contain 25 barrels of Barley at the leaft, nor un- 
lefs the Malthoufe contained after the rate of 2,600 fquare feet of grow- 
ing and drying floors, and 324 fquare feet, of kiln floor, for every 25 bar- 
rels which the fteep was capable of containing; that no Maltfter fhould 
alter or make ufe of any utenfil, kiln, floor, or other place, without firft 
giving notice to the Collector of his diftrict ; that no Maltfter fhould begin 
to wet Corn, except between thehours of 4 in the morning and 9 in the after- 
noon, nor without having given 24 hours previous notice to the Officer ip 
cities or towns, and 48 hours previous notice in the country, under a pe- 
nalty of 100; that all Corn making into Malt fhould be charged by 
gauge only ; that Maltfters fhould be allowed 4 bufhels for every 20 bufhels 
of Corn charged while fteeping, or on the floor, within 30 hours after be- 
ing thrown, out of fteep, provided that it had continued covered,- with water 
for 40 hours at the leaft; that 12 ftones of Malt fhould be taken to be a 

4* B barrel ; 
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(Ireland.) — Sixth REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS [Excife, 
barrel ; that every 4 bufhels of Corn or Grain making into Malt, fo taken 
by gauge as aforefaid, fhould be deemed and taken to be equal to a barrel 
of Malt, and that every fuch bufhel fhould be computed according to the 
bufhel known by the name of the Winchefter Bufhel, containing 8 gallons 
of 272 l cubical inches each; that Maltfters fhould make a monthly Re- 
turn or Report in writing to the Collector of the diftrift, of all Malt made 
by them, and pay the duty for the fame within four months after fuch Re- 
turn was made. 

It was alfo provided, that no Malt fhould be removed or conveyed from 
any one part of the Kingdom to another without a permit, or copy thereof. 

Among a variety of fubfequent regulations enacted from time to time, 
the moft important was introduced by 34 Geo. III. c. 10. which, by im- 
pofing a certain and fixed charge upon the Maltfter, combined a i'vftem of 
Affeffment with that of Survey. This charge was fixed 



c. so. 
c.41. 
c - 33 - 
c - 53 - 

c . 57. 



In 1794, at 12 Barrels for every 100 fquare feet of floors, from 29 Sept, to 25 March. 

In 1795, at j6 - - . - - D° - -- -- -- D°. 

In 1797, at 24 - - - - - D° ------ from 29 Sept, to 29 Sept. 

In 1805, at 64 - - - - - D° in certain enumerated diftrids, from 1 )°. - to D°, 

- - - at 48 - - - - - D" in others ------ - D°. - to I)°. 

Iff 1 806; at 64 - - - - - D° in every diltrid - - - - - D°. - to D°. 

and with as much more Malt as fhould be actually made. 



C -S3- The Malt Ads of 1805 and 1806, which contain all the exifting regula- 
c -57’ tions, provide, that no Licence (hall be granted to any Maltfter, whole 
Malthoufe fhall contain more than one cittern or fteep, or in which there 
fhall be lels than 2,600 feet of growing, working, or drying floors, and 
324 fquare feet of kiln floor, or where the fteep or cittern fhall not be 
-i of dimenfions fufficient to contain 4f* bufhels of Barley for every 100 
fquare feet of growing, working, or drying floors, or in which there fhall 
not be a couch frame for every fteep or ciftern of the depth of two feet at 
leaft, and not more than three, capable of receiving the fame quantity of 
Grain as the fteep or ciftern to which it belongs, and no more; that the. 
Maltfter fhall be charged with, and pay duty for, not lefs than eight months 
in every year, and in every month while h? continues working, with eight 
barrels of Malt for every 100 lquare feet of working or drying floors, with 
liberty, however, to difcontinue work for either a part or the whole of the 
remainder of the year, at any time after two months from commencement, 
or one month after any recommencement ; that the proper Officer of Excife 
fhall return to the Colledor the monthly charge on the Maltfter, within 
10 days after the expiration of each month, and the Maltfter pay the charge 
within 3 1 days after the expiration of every fuch month, unlefs the Malt 
fhall be fiooner removed, but that, no permit fhall be granted until the duty 
be paid ; that the Maltfter fhall be charged, at each wetting, with not lefs 
than the full content of the ciftern ; that any Corn or Grain found in any 
fteep, ciftern, uting vat, wetting place, or other utenfil,. after 72 hours from 
the hour mentioned in the notice for wetting, fhall be confidered as new 
Corn or Grain making into Malt, and be charged with double duty, and 
the Maltfter forfeit £. 20 ; that Corn thrown out of fteep fhall be 
put into a couch-frame, and left there for 24 hours at the leaft, 
and when thrown out of the couch-frame, fhall remain on the floor 
for the full ipace of 10 days at leaft before it is put on the kiln; that 
the Officer taking the gauge of any Corn or Grain making into Malt 

on 
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on the floor of any Malthoufe, within the.' fpace of 72 hours after the 
Corn was or ought to have been thrown out of the couch, (Rail charge 
the Maltfter with a quantity of Malt after the rate of 1 5 bufhels of Malt 
for every 20 bulhels of Corn fo gauged ; if after the fpace of 72 hours, and 
within 120 hours, with 14 bulhels of Malt for every 21 bufhels, and if 
after the fpace of 120 hours, with 10 bulhels of Malt for every 20 buffi els’ 
fb gauged; that all Corn or Grain making into Malt, not put on the kiln 
within 21 days from the day mentioned in the notice for wetting, fhall lie 
confidered as Malt, and the Maltfter be charged with duty for every bufhel 
of filch Corn as if the fame were Malt, and be fubjedf to a penalty of 
£.20; that all Corn or Grain which fhall be wetted or fprinkled with 
water while in the couch-frame, or on the floor, ftrall be forfeited, together 
with 40 Shillings for every bufhel of the fame; that no mixture fhall be 
made by any Brewer or Diftiller of Malt made by them, with Malt they 
may receive or purchale from others, and that all Malt made by tbemfelveV 
fhall be kept in ftores or houles feparate and diftincl from the fibres or 
rooms in which they fhall keep Malt made by others, under a penalty of 
£.\o for every offence ; that no Maltfter fhall deal in or fell any Malt, ex- 
cept fuch Malt as fhall have been made by him in a licenfed Malthoufe, 
under penalty of £.100 ; but that any Brewer or Diftiller, being a licenfed 
Maltfter, may receive Malt, duly permitted from others, to be confumed in 
his Brewery or Diftillery, and, if difeontinning bufinefs, may fell or difpofe 
of any Malt on which the duties fhall have been previdufly paid ; that the 
Officers of Excife fhall take and keep an account of the flock of Malt of 
every Trader, and other perfon dealing in and ftoring Malt, and of the 
flock of Malt of every Brewer and Diftdler; and that any quantity of Malt 
found ill the poffeffion of any Trader or Dealer in Malt, or of any perfon 
having difcontinued the bufinefs of a Maltfter, greater than ought by the 
flock account to have been in his poffeffion, fhall be forfeited, ancfa penalty 
of 20 Shillings per barrel incurred; that if the flock of Malt in the poffeffion 
of any Maltfter, Trader, Dealer, Brewer, or Diftiller, fhall be found lei's 
than, by the flock account of the proper Officer, the fame ought to have 
been, every fuch perfon, for every fuch decreafe, fnall be fubjefl to a penalty 
of 1 51. for every barrel of Malt which fhall fo appear to be deficient. 



1 he Excife Duty on Malt in Ireland, which commenced 



in 


1785, was impofed 


- 


at 


2 j. 6 d. 


Irifh, 


per Barrel, 


in 


1794, was raifed 


- 


to 


3 s - 3 d - 


D" 


per D°. 


in 


1795, 


- 


to 


■ 5 -f- 3 d - 


D’ 


per D°. 


in 


1 799 ’ 


- 


to 


6 ff. o d. 


D° 


per D°. 


.in 


1800, - 


- 


to 


6 s. 6 d. 


D" 


per D°. 


in 


1803, 


- 


to 


'?*■ i d - 


D° 


per D 9 . 


in 


804, - 


- 


to 


gs. 9 d. 


D° 


per D°. 


in 


1806, - 


- 


to 


i off. 10 d. 


D“ 


per D\ 



Multiplied as the Irifh Regulations, when compared with the Englifh, 
may appear, forne ufeful additions may we think be made to them, at 
tile fame time that we propofe to do away certain provifions which feem 
calculated to cxpofe the Trader to the caprice or oppreffion of the Officers, 
aiffi to the infliction of penalties where no adtual default may exift, without 
adding in a proportionate degree to the fecurity of the Revenue. Of this lat- 



25 Geo. III. c. 3. 

34 Geo, III. c. 5. 

35 Geo. III. c. 4. 

39 Geo. III. c. 8. 

40 Geo- III. c. 4. 

43 Geo. III. c. 92. 

44 Geo. III. c- 67. 
46 Geo. III. c. 67. 
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(ireland.)-Sixth REPORT of the COMMISSIONERS [Excif e ; 
ter defcription are the regulations which, in providing for the taking and 
keeping an account of Rocks of Malt, have impofed a heavy penalty in 
every cafe where the Rock on hand fliall be lefs than the quantity which 
ought, by the account kept by the Officer, to be in the poflfeffion of any 
Manufacturer, Dealer, Brewer, or DiRiller. We have before Rated, that 
•the Officer is by Law directed to charge the duty on Malt by gauge only, 
and that four bu Riels found by gauge are to be deemed a barrel ; for every 
barrel fo charged the MaltRer is credited in Rock, but fells and delivers out 
by weight, viz. by the barrel of 1 2 Rones, and is debited in the Officer’s 
.account for every fuch barrel permitted out of Rock. The Faflor’s Rock 
is both received and delivered out by the barrel of 12 Rones, and the ac- 
count of his Rock is fo kept by the Officer ; but in ascertaining at any 
time the a&ual Rock on hand, as well of the Fadtor as of the MaltRer, 
The Officer invariably relies upon the gauge. Grain of the fame fpecies will 
vary in weight confiderahly acccording to its quality, and the gauge of a 
given weight of the fame Grain will always be proportionate to the preflure 
fuftained by it. In like manner, in Malt, the weight per bufliel will be found 
to vary to the extent of Several pounds, and the gauge of a given quantity of 
the fame Malt will vary materially according to the degree of preflure it fuf- 
tains; under thefe circumRances it is obvious, that repeated error and dif- 
. agreement muR enfue from taking or keeping an account, one fide of which 
is regulated by meafure, and the other by weight, and in this opinion we are 
full v confirmed by fome experiments which we dire died to be made, for 
the purpol'e of alcertaining the correfpondenoe between the weight and 
gauge of Malt. 

•In taking an account ,of the MaltRer’ s Rock, befides the apparent de- 
creafe which may arile frompreiTure, continual decreafes, in proportion to 
the quantity of Malt Ibid or confirmed, will necefiarily appear whenever 
the weight per bufliel is lefs than 42 lbs.; for iiiRance, fuppofmgthe Malt- : 
Rer’s credit to be 400 bufnels, and the weight per. biilhel 34lbs. it is evi- 
dent that, for every barrel of 12 Rones, or 1 63 lbs. permitted out, the 
Rock taken by gauge will appear to be decreafed nearly five bufhels infiead 
of four, and the MaltRer would be liable to a penalty as for a fraudulent 
.decreafe. This indeed does not apply to Fadlors or Dealers, who both re- 
ceive and deliver out by weight ; but they are expofed to the penalty for 
•decreaies arifing frompreiTure, the extent of which cannot be calculated fo 
as to make any corredt allowance 011 account thereof. 

Upon the whole, therefore, it appears to us fo impradlicable to regu- 
late the alcertaining. of decreafes in Malt Rocks, without the hazard of 
■committing injuRice, that we do not hefitate to recommend the abolition 
of all penalties thereon. 

In order, however, to afeertain increafes in Malt Rocks,, an account 
muRRill be kept of decreafes, for which pui-pofe reference can only be had 
to permits, fince it is. obvious that in every inRance where a decreafe in 
confequence of preffiire has been Riewn by gauge, and the Rock has been 
decreafed accordingly, a correfpondent increafe will at Rome future period 
appear. 

Malt Permits are not ufed in England, and if the Officers in charge of 
Malthoufes performed their duty with zeal and fidelity while the Malt 
was in procels, the abufe to which they are fubjedl might warrant us in re- 
commending that they fhould be difpenfed with here,; as, however, the 

prohibition 
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prohibition of the removal of Malt, without permit, may add to the diffi- 
culties of Snuggling,- permits for Malt in tfanfitu may be (till ufefully re- 
■quired; but we much doubt whether they can be made applicable to the 
keeping any correS account of flocks of Malt, more efpecially of Brewers 
and Diflillers flocks, the confumption of whofe kieves will always furnilh Appendix, 
the means of baffling every check that permits can be fuppofed to afford. 8 . ‘ 3 - 

j he fitnation of Fadlors and of Maltflers, who are not confumers, is in- 
deed fomewhat different ; but the uncertainty that will conftantly arife 
from the want of correfpondence between the weight and the gauo-e of 
Malt is Efficient to (hew that the account by permit, and the ftafe of the 
Stock as (hewn by gauge, will generally be at variance. However, if it 
(hould be thought advifable to continue the penalties for increafes, the 
difficulties that would attend the weighing any confiderable flock of- Malt 
require that -the gauge (hould, in rri'oft inftanoes, be reforted to ; but a pe- 
nalty cannot with juftice be inflidled by a mode of proof fo liable to error, 
unlefs fupported by con-oborating circumftances. For this purpofe, tliere- 
foje, in every diftridt, correct and accurate bufliel meafures might be kept 
at the Office of Irxcife, to be referred to in any cafe of charge for an in- " 
creafe in flock that (hould be diiputed by the Faflor or Dealer ; the 
average weight per bulhel of the flock being alcertained, and the num- 
ber of bufliels found by gauge being reduced into barrels of 1 2 (tones, the 
refult (which owing to the preffure will generally be fomething lefs than 
the true quantity) would always protect theTrader againft an unjuft charge 
for Increafe. The fame rule will not, however, apply to Decreafes, fince- 
a reference to the weight per bulb el mud be fallacious, unlefs the allow- 
ance to be made on the whole quantity for preifure could at the lame time 
be afeertained. 



For keeping the account of Decreafes it will alfo be neceffary to reftore 
aclaufe, omitted in the Act of 1805, compelling Brewers and Diflillers to 
take out permits for the removal of Malt into their Breweries or Diftilleries, 
and from their Breweries or Diftilleries into their kieves, and making any 
Malt found therein without permits firft obtained, whether ground or un- 
ground, maflied or unmaflied, liable to feizure. Brewers and Diflillers are 
prohibited from felling Malt not of their own maiiufaflure, except in the 4jOM.1n.-e.jj. 
event of their difcoutinuiiig bufmefs. It might, we think, be advifable fec ' 56 ' 
to extend this reftriaion to the cafe of Malt made by themfelves, face It 
is evident, that without fuch a regulation. Brewers and Diflillers who have 
confirmed Malt in their kieves without permit, will be enabled to afford Appendix, N-8. 
pcoteftion to fraudulent IncreafeSyby obtaining permits for the pretended 
removal of Ivlalt into the flocks of other Traders ; it would, however, 
e neceffary, if - this further reftriaion was impofed, that a power of per- 
mitting Brewers or Diflillers to dilpoie of their Malt, in fpecial cafes, (hould 
bedodged in the Commiffioners of Excife. In concluding this part of our 
lubjea, we have to notice, that the meafure deferibed by theAfls relating 
t° the Malt-Duties in Ireland, as the Wincbefter bufliel, containing eight 
gallons of 272 1 cubical inches, is not commenfurate with tile Winchefter 
uiiel tried m England. -The latter is, by an Aft paffed in the 12th year Brlrio, A3, 

° the reign of Queen Anne, required to be a round bufliel, with a plain “ A “"'’ e ' J ' 
aD | even bottom i8{ inches wide throughout, and 8 inches deep, and 
® !l1 CQlltain eight gallons of 268-8 tubieal inches each. We have thought 
proper to notice this difference in tile Winchefter bufliel of the two couu- 
4 - C 
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tries, for the .purpofe of preventing their dimenfions from being confounded 
in cafe it fhould be thought advifable to have recourfe to the ufe of buffel 
meafures in proof of the Officers gauges. 

Britifi'. Aft, ^ !1 Great Britain the Brewer is prohibited from ufing any other incre-. 

42 Gco - IIL c ‘ 381 dient in the manufadure of Beer,. than Malt and Hops ; in Ireland no ffieh 
prohibition exifts ; but, in order to prevent that diminution of the Revenue 
drawn from Malt, which will neceffarily refult from the extended ufe of 
raw Corn in brewing, we propofe, that the ufing any raw Corn in the ma- 
nufacture of Beer, or finding any Rich ground above the weight of eiofit 
Rone, in any brewery, fhould fubjedi the Owner to a heavy fine. 

The fecurity of the Revenue depends fo much on guarding, in licenfed 
Malthoufes, againft the ufe of any other than theregiftered floors, that we 
are of opinion the MaltRer fhould be required, whenever the whole of his 
working floors are not regittered, to divide the regiflered from the unre- 
giftered part by a fubttantial reparation of brick or Stone, and not, as the 
practice now is, by a flight and temporary partition : and, as a further pre- 
caution, the citterns might be required to be taken down in all Malthoufes 
not licenfed at the clofe of the December quarter. Frequent inftances: 
occur of Malthoufes, in which the citterns greatly exceed the proportion 
or 4? bufhels to every 100 fquare feet of flooring, and yet in the fame: 
houfes there appear as many wettings at one time upon the floors, as in 
houfes where the citterns are proportionably fmaller. To prevent the abufe 
to which this excefs might lead, we think that the content of the cittern 
might' be rettridted to five bufhels for every 100 fquare feet of working 
floors, a proportion which is calculated to enable the Maltfter to meet his 
monthly charge in eight wettings. With refpedt to the couch-frame, the 
Law has already prefcribed a falutary limitation, in requiring it to be of the 
fame dimenfions with the cittern ; we have therefore only to recommend 
the ftridl obfervance of this ufeful regulation, which has, in various in-: 
ttances, hitherto been difreg'arded. 

No regulations can however be effedlual for the proteclion of this Reve- 
nue, until the praftical Officers ffiall, by a ttridl fyftem of difcipline, . rigo- 
roufly maintained and enforced by the fuperintending authority of the 
Board of Excife, be compelled to a vigilant and faithful performance of 
their duty. We come now to the manner in ’which this duty appears to 
have been executed. 

Appendix, 5. From the want of any digetted code of Inftru&ions of later date than 
the year 1785 (fince which moft of the exitting regulations were intro- 
duced), we have been obliged to rely on the Officers themfelves for an ac- 
count of the feveral duties attached to their fituations, as well as 'of the 
manner of their performing them. The difcordance that prevails with 
refpedl to thofe duties, both in opinion and praffice, dittinctly points Cut 
the neceffity of every Officer’s being made converfant with his duty, and i 
being furnifhed with a regular fet of lnttruffions, fo that if he deviated 
from, or negledfed them, he might be left without any excufe. 

An Infpedlion of the Malt ttock-books of the Officers employed in differ- ; 
ent dittridls of Ireland having fatisfied us, that a fufficiently accurate idea 
of the manner in which the duty was performed might be derived from 
the examination of the Officers Rationed in Dublin, we have direaed our ■ 
enquiries principally into the condua of thofe who were in charge of Malt- 

Appendix, N° 17. houfes and Rocks of Malt in that dittrid. The dittria of the City of Dub- : 

.. Jin 
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lin is divided into two Malt furveys, and each furvey into four walks A 
Surveyor is appointed to each fumy, and a Gauger to each walk, who are 
the Officers immediately in charge. Over thefe is an Impccior General, ' 
who has not, however, the charge of a particular walk or firvey, but of 
the whole diftrift. This appointment is peculiar to Dublin. From the 
teffimony of thefe Officers we learn, that the Gauger, when put in charge 
of a Malt walk, receives from his Surveyor a ftock-book, into which he 
tranfcribes from the ftock-book of the preceding month, the dimenfions 
of the cittern, couch-frame, and floors, of all the Malthoufes within his 
walk, and opens an account for each Brewer, Diftiller, Faftor, and Maltfter, 
fituate in the fame. It is his duty on each day of the week, except Sun- : 
day, to vifit the Malthoufes in his walk, and take an account of all depend- 
ing procefles, viz. I o get the firft dip of any Corn in cittern, as loon as 
poflible after the time mentioned m the notice of wetting given by the Malt- 
iter ; to examine whelner it appears to have been wetted according to fuch 
notice, and to continue taking the dips thereof at each fucceeding vifit, 
until the Grain is thrown i nto the couch ; to take at leaft one or two gauges 
of each wetting in the couch ; to gauge the Com on floor twice at leaft ; at 
every vifit to examine and compare its -ftate and growth, for the purpofe of 
difcovering whether any mixture of wettings has taken place ; to check 
from time to time the dimenfions of the citterns, couches, and floors ; to 
gauge all dry flocks of Malt at leaft once a month, and bring to charge any 
increafe beyond the credit given in his' account; and in cafe of decreafe, to 
decreale the flock accordingly,- and to enter in the fpecimen papers and 
flock-books the ftate of the kiln, and the feveral dips and gauges as found 
at each vifit : it is alio the duty of the Gauger, at the clofe of the month, to 
afcertain from fuch of the cittern, couch, and floor gauges, as will form the 
higbeft charge, the quantity of Malt with which the Maltfter is chargeable, 
and the amount of duty thereon, and to draw out and enter the fame in 
bis ftock-book; to tranfcribe this charge into an Excife voucher, to 
make out and to fign a duplicate thereof, and, when examined and figned 
by the Surveyor, to return both the voucher and duplicate to the 
Colledlor, and when, previous to the return of this voucher, any error 
in the charge of any month is diicovered, to rectify fuch error in his 
ftock-book; but if the -voucher has been returned, to allow for the error 
ill the following month’s charge: it is further the Ganger’s duty to 
grant permits for the' removal of all Malt -which has paid the duty; 
to grant certificates where Malt has been received by permit, and to re- 
permit Malt fo received ; to make up a weekly voucher of all permits and 
certificates granted and taken up by him during the week, and to return 
fuch voucher, when 'examined and compared with the ftock-permit and 
certificate-books by the Surveyor, arid figned by him, to the Examiner of 
permit vouchers ; to deliver up to the Surveyor, at the end of each month, 
the permit certificate and flock-books iflifed to him for fuch month ; to re- 
turn to the Collefiior a monthly ftarop permit voucher, containing the 
number of permits and certificates granted during the month, and the 
amount of the ftamp duty thereon, and to receive and pay over that duty 
to the Collector ; to make up a monthly flock voucher, containing, in the cafe 
cfMaltfters, the quantity of Malt brought to charge for the current month, 
the flock on hands at the commencement of the month, and' the quantity 
permitted out during the month; and- in cafe of-Faflors and Dealers, the' 
i" quantity 
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quantity- of Malt received, the quantity delivered out by permit during the 
month, and the flock remaining on hand ; and to return this voucher, when 
examined and figned by the Surveyor, to the Examiner of permit vouchers : 
it is further the duty of the Gaugers in the diftridt of Dublin, daily to enter 
ail notices of wetting received from Maltfters in a book kept in the 
Gaugers Entry Office at the Cuftom-houfe, for the purpofe of giving in- 
formation to the Infpedors and Surveyors of the refpedlive times for which 
notices of wetting have been ferved. A Surveyor is appointed to each 
Malt Survey, and has in charge all Maltfters, Fadtors, or other perfons- 
having flocks of Malt in his furvey. It is the duty of this Officer, before 
Licences are granted to Maltfters, to take an account of the ftores, and of 
the dimenfions of all cifterns, couches, working and kiln floors, in the 
feveral Malthoufes within his furvey, to enter fuch particulars in a book 
called his dimenfion-book, and if he finds the account thereof, which the. 
Maltfter is required to make out and regifter with the Colledto.r, to corre- 
fpond with the entries of his dimenfion-book, to fubfcribe a certificate to that 
effedl upon the regifter, which, after having been examined and figned. by 
thelnfpedlor General, muft be filed in the Colledlor’s Office, previous to the 
iftue of any licence for the manufadlure of Malt. It is further the duty 
of the Surveyor to attend daily at the Entry Office, and there to take fuch 
extracts from the entries of notices to wet, as may enable him to make his 
check vifits with effedl ; thofe he is required to make at uncertain times, and 
at each to examine if the entries in the flock- books of the different Gaugers 
of his furvey have, been duly and accurately made, and how far thofe 
Officers have been diligent in the difcharge of their feveral duties ; to keep., 
a diary of his own tranfaflions, and of the occurrences within his furvey, 
and to return the fame quarterly to the Examiner of Surveyors diaries; 
and further, in the cafe of any mifcondudl of the Officers, under, him, 
befides noting it, to make a fpecial report thereof to the Board, or to. the 
Infpedlor General, as often as the occafion may require : it is alfo- his duty 
to examine the permit vouchers of the different Gaugers in his furvey, 
and to .compare, luch vouchers, before the weekly return thereof to the 
Examiner of permits, with the flock permit and certificate 7 books, and 
after fuch comparifon to return the permit and certificate-books to the 
head Permit Office, for the purpofe of afcertaining that the number 
of permits and certificates which had been iffued are accounted for : and 
laftly, to depofit the permit and certificato-rbooks with the Examiner of : 
permit vouchers, in order to their being a fecon.d time compared with the 
perrpit vouchers. The Surveyor is alfo required, at the clofe of each . 
month, to take up the feveral Malt flock- books of his furvey, and to fee 
that the feveral quantities brought to charge,, and the amount of duty 
thereon, are correclly computed, and to compare them with the monthly 
Excife vouchers, and having fubfcribed the voucher, to. return the flock- 
books to the Examiner of Gaugers and Surveyors books ; to examine and 
fign the feveral flock vouchers of his furvey, previous to their being returned 
to the Permit Voucher Office, and to return the monthly permit ftamp 
vouchers, after examination, to the Colledtor. The Surveyor is ftated to 
receive a fee of from five to ten Guineas annually from each Maltfter in 
Appendix, N°26. his furvey, for making out and certify ing the regifter of his. Malthoufe, &c.- 
Here it may be proper to remark, that the, regifters of. Malthoufes in the 
diftrjdl of the city of Dublin are lodged with the Colle&or. of Excife for 

the 
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the county, while the duty is received by the Colle&or of Excife for the 
city. If, as we prefume, the lodging of the regiRer of a Maithoufe with' 
the Colle&or is intended as a notice to him of the charge the Trader is 
liable to, it follows of courfe that the regifters for the diRrift of the city of 
Dublin fhoulcl be lodged with the Collector of that diftridl. 

The Infpedtor General is required occafionally to infpect the feveral 
Malthoufes and ftores within his diftrid, and from time to time to examine 
and compare the Rate of them with the entries made in the Rock-books, 
and on the difeovery of any mifeondud or negligence in the difebarge of 
duty by the inferior Officers, to report the fame to the Commiffioners of 
Excife. The Fees ufually received by the Infpedors appear to have been 
five Guineas from every MaltRer at the time of his taking out a licence;’ 
and are Rated to be paid to them for certifying or figning the regiRer of Appendix, N* i8„ 
each Maithoufe for which fuch licence is required. We are however 
informed, that fince Michaelmas 1806, this part of the duty of the 
Inlpe&or General has been difeontinued. 

ARer this defeription of the duties of the Officers, we have to fuggeR, Appendix, 
that inRead of vifiting the MaltRer at nearly the fame hour, never at night, N< * 
and feldom until after the hour fpecified in the notice to wet, the duty of 
the Officers (in cities and towns where the number would permit) Oiould 
be fo arranged, that every Maithoufe might be vilited by a fucceffion of 
Officers at uncertain hours both of the day and night, and frequently pre- 
vious to the appointed hour of wetting, in like manner as we have pro- 
pofed in our Report upon the DiRilleries. 

The view which we have taken of the Infpeftor’s duty appears not only 
to require him, from time to time, to compare and check the dips and 
gauges of depending proceffes, with the entries in the Rock-books of the 
inferior Officers, but aho to examine into the Rate of thofe books. The' Appendix, N° 22. 
incorre&nefs, however, of the books which we infpedted, warrants the in- 
ference that the Infpedlors could not generally have underRood that any Appendix, N° 7! 
fuch duty was required of them ; they feem to have confined their attention 
to making a companion between the Rate of thehoufe as found at their vi- 
fits, and the entry made at the laR preceding vifit of the inferior Officers, 
and to have left all other remarks which the Rate of the books might fug- 
geR, to the Examiner of Gaugers and Surveyors books ; but to any refpon- 
fibility on that account, the Examiner of Gaugers and Surveyors books Appendix, N 0/ - , 
does not fubferibe, Rating the whole bufinefs of his office to be, to take 
care that the calculations from the entries of the dimenlions, dips, and 
gauges of the feveral veffels’ and floors, are truly made, and the charges of 
duty correftly drawn. To this uncertainty with refpedl to the duties of 
the InfpeRors and the Examiner of Gaugers and Surveyors books, we are Appendix, N° 27. 
difpofed to attribute the continuance of a feries of entries either contra- Appendix, ... 
di&ory, or manifeftly fiftifious, which was obfervable in many of the Rock- A N “ 2l ’ & 22 ‘ 

r-,.' J Appendix, 7. 

books to which we had oeCaflon to recur. 

1 he Law provides,' that in no cafe the charge of duty Riould be made For 
a lefs quantity than four- fifths of the content of the ciRern, making an 
allowance of one-fifth for the increafe of bulk wffiich Corn, when fully 
Reeped, will generally experience. It is obvious, therefore, that whenever 
the ciRern has been filled with dry Barley to the proportion of more than 
four-fifths, the Corn, at the conclufion of the Reeping, will almoR invariably Appendix, N*ir. 
fwollen above the altitude of the ciRern, .and that the dips taken at- 

4 * D that 
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that period fhould fnew a correfpondent increafe but the books, i'o f ar 
from exhibiting any inftances of dips exceeding the ciftern content, gene- 
rally fihew them with an uniformity that could not be real, precilely com- 
menfurate with it, and we have feen the entry of a dip in the ciftern an 
hour or lefs from the commencement of the wetting, frequently amountiup- 
to feven-eighths of the ciftern content, without a proportionate increafe 
being fihewn by the entries at any lubfequent period of the procels. The 
lofs which the Revenue may have fuftained from this prabtice is fufficiently 
apparent in the inftance of one of the principal Malthoufes in Dublin, 
where the content of the ciftern being 799 buftiels, the prefumption is, 
that allowing one-fifth for the fwell, 599 buftiels of dry Barley would be 
ufe a at each wetting; by the entry, however, of the firft dip taken within 
one hour after wetting, there appeared to be 729 bulhels in the ciftern, 
and yet no entry of a dip exceeding the ciftern content is found at any 
time during its continuance in fteep, fo that upon every fuch wetting a 
duty of £. : 7. I2J. id. -would have been evaded, and if eight fuch wettings 
are made in the month, the lofs of duty would amount to .£.140. 1 6 j. 8 d. 
per month. But, we apprehend, that in fuch inftances a more ierious and 
extenfive fraud was in contemplation ; for it is highly probable that the 
extra quantity of Corn appearing by the entries to have been in the ciftern, 
generally arofe from the Corn having been wetted long before the time men- 
tioned in the notice, and that the greater part, if not the whole of the wet- 
ting, was afterwards fmuggled, and the ciftern refilled with fiefh Barley. 
Frauds of this defeription would eaftly have been detebted by a common 
degree of vigilance in the Officer, as the ftate of the corn would evidently 
have fliewn the length of time it had been in fteep, Efficiently fo at leaft 
to excite fufpicion in the Officer, and to caufe fuch a watchful attention 
to the Maltftcr’s operations in his -future vilits, as to render it icarcely 
poflible that frefli Barley could have been introduced without his know- 
ledge. 

We are informed by the fuperior Officers, that, fince the charge of 
duty has been direbted to be made, in no cafe, for a lefs quantity than the 
ciftern is capable of containing, after dedubting the allowance of one-fifth, 
i.t has ulually been thought fufficient to enter the charge accordingly, with- 
out obferving any precifton in the mode of taking the refpebtive dips and. 
gauges. To the prevalence of this opinion, we are difpofed to impute 
much of the overfight and inaccuracy that is found in the leveral entries of 
the ftock-books ; the effebt of it is, however, fo clearly fhewn in the prac- 
tice we have inftanced, that we need not point out the neceflity of enforc- 
ing a better underftanding, and more correbt performance of the duty. In 
taking and entering the floor-gauges, a fimilar want of attention and accu- 
racy is manifeft ; this is not only evident from the books, wherein we fre- 
quently find the entry of a floor-gauge taken after fix days from the time 
that the Grain was out of ciftern (when it will generally have doubled its 
original bulk) to be little more, and fometimes even lefs, than the Ciftern 
or couch-gauges of the fame wetting, but is alfo confirmed by the informa- 
tion we have received ; that many of the Officers are not even furniftied 
with the neceflary inftruments for taking the dimenfions of a floor: the 

flo0r-o;auo;e, although the charge of duty is feldom drawn from it, is calcn- 
/ 0 D ° 0 - - 
lated to operate as a mold uleful and falutary check on the introduction or 

fraudulent ■wettings, and may often lead to the difcovery of the practice of 

watering 
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watering on the floor, which, from the facility it affords to the Maltffer in 
the manufacturing of private wettings, has been ftrictly prohibited by the 
La w. The attention of the inferior Officers to this part of their duty 
might be enforced, by requiring at leaft two floor-gauges of each wetting 
.to be aCtually taken and entered in their flock-books. The correCt keeping 
•of the Officers flock-books can only be infured by the frequent infpeCtion 
of them by the Board, which, from the flate of thole books, appears hitherto Appendix, N» 24. 
to have been negleCted. 

By the .detail which we have given of the Gaugers duty, it appears, 
that if any error is difcovered in the charge againft the Maltfter after the 
voucher has been returned, the Gauger ufually makes an allowance on that 
account in the following month’s charge. This practice we confider as 
highly irregular ; no abatement of charge after the voucher has been re- ' 

turned to the proper Officer fliould be permitted, unlefs by the Board’s 
order, after a regular application from the Trader, and an inveftigation 
of his claim. 

The Law requires all Maltfters, who fhall be defirous to difcontinue 
working, to give notice in writing of their intention fo to difcontinue to 
the Colle&or of the diftriCt, and to the Surveyor and Gauger in charge of 
their Maithoufes, and alfo to the Commiffioners of Excile in cafe of dif- 
. continuance for the remainder of the year. 

As few of the Maltfters licenled in the city of Dublin for the year end- 
ing the 29th September 1806, appear to have completed the charge of 64 
barrels per annum, and many inftances of difcontinuance had occurred, we 
required all notices of difcontinuance that had been ferved by Maltfters on 
the Collector c-f the diftriCt of the city of Dublin in the laft year to be tranf- 
mitted to us, and in return have received only one notice ferved in the month 
of December 1806, accompanied by a- letter from the Collector, ftating that Appendix, N® 29. 
no other notice had been ferved 011 him in the year 1806; and to a like 
requilition to 'the Commiffioners of Excife, have received a return, by Appendix, N°3o. 
■which it appears that no notices of difcontinuance for the diftriCt of Dub- 
lin had been ferved upon them in that year. For the prefent year, how- Appendix, N a 17. 
ever, feveral notices appear to have been ferved, but until lately, without 
any regard to the diftinCtion between difcontinuance^ for a part, or difeon- 
timiances for the remainder of the year, fo that the Officers were left to 
judge of the intended dilcontinuance folely from the time intervening 
■between the fervice of the notice and the day mentioned therein, fourteen 
•days notice being required previous to any difcontinuance for the remainder 
■of a year, and ftx days previous to any difcontinuance for a fhorter period. 

No entries of thefe notices are ever made in the flock-books, nor could 

we find that they .came to the knowledge of the Examiner of Gaugers 

hooks by any regular courfe of communication ; he ftated to us, however, Appendix, N° 27. 

that the Commiffioners of Excife, as he believed, tranfmit to him all iuch 

notices as are Ferved on them, and that on his receiving them they are 

entered in a book kept in his office. The notices to difcontinue working 

for part of a year, are not, however, required to be ferved on the Com- 

nuflioners ; it is evident, therefore, that of thefe the Examiner can have 

no fuch information from them, nor do any fteps appear to have been 

taken by the Board, or any Officer whatever, to caufe thofe on whom the 

notices are, or Ihould be ferved, to make the Examiner acquainted with 

ffiem. With rdpedfl to the form of thefe notices, a better arrangement Appendix, N° 17. 

4 * has 
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has lately been introduced, by fumifliing the Maltflers with printed forms 
adapted to each cafe of difcontinuance. But as frauds to a very confiderablc 
extent may, with the connivance of the Officers, be effedled againfl the 
Revenue under the pretence of difcontinuance, we cannot too Rrongly 
infift on the neceffity of enforcing a Rri&er compliance with the provi- 
fions of the Law, by refilling every claim to a redu&ion of charge on 
account' of difcontinuance, whenever a corredt notice has not been 
duly ferved on the Commiffio tiers of Excife, or Colledtor of the dif- 
tridt, or both, as the cafe may require, and for the information of 
the Examiner of Gaugers and Surveyors books, whofe duty it is to allow 
or difallow- the redu&ion of charge; it is only neceffary to require the 
Gauo-ers to return all notice of difcontinuance ferved on them, together 
with, and affixed to, their refpe&ive Rock-books. It remains for us only to 
obferve, that by an abvife fimilar to that which is amply detailed in oiir 
Report on the Diflilleries, permits are made in various ways inftrmnenta'l- to 
the protection of fmuggled Malt, and that (while it fliall be thought necef- 
fary to fubjecl this article to the Permit; fyflem) no means appear fo well 
calculated to render it efficient as the eflablifliment of a Malt Permit 

Appendix, N°3i. Office, fuch as exifled in Dublin previous to 1802 ; in that office all per- 
mits for the removal of Malt from veflels, from Maltflers and Factors 
flores, and from the Rocks of Brewers and DiRillers to their kieves, were 
granted, and accounts opened and kept for every Dealer in Malt in the 
diRria of Dublin. In the Fa&or’s account, the credit in Rock was eflab- 
1 iffied from his permits for the receipt of Malt, the debit from his permits for 
its removal. Ill the Maltfler’s account, the credit was eRabliffied from the 
monthly charge-voucher returned to the Colleaor’s office, and the debit 
from the permits for removal, which could be obtained only upon the 
produaion of the Colleaor’s receipt for the duty. The Brewers and 
DiRillers accounts for fuch Malt as they received were made up in the 
fame manner as the Faaors, and for fuch as was of their own manufac- 
ture in the fame manner as the MaltRers. The Officer prefiding in this 
office was required occafionally to vifit and gauge the Dealers Rocks, and ( 
in cafe of difcovering any undue decreafes, to make a return thereof to the 
Surveyor General of Excife, for the purpofe of inflituting a profecution 
for the penalty, and in cafe of any excels, to lay the fame under feizure. At 
this time, the Officers in charge of Malthoufes took no account of the dry 
Rock. About the latter end of the year 1802, the iffuing of permits for 
the removal of Malt from veflels was taken from this office, and trans- 
ferred to an office on the Quays ; this was done on the application, and for 
the convenience of the Traders. 

Appendix, N° 32. In March 1805, The Board ordered that the Malt Gaugers fliould be 
the only officers to have cognizance of the Rocks ol Malt belonging to 
each Brewer, Difliller, or Malt Fa6tor, and that all permits for the removal 
of Malt to the kieves of Brewers and DiRillers fliould be granted by thefe 
Officers; and that all .permits for Malt received by Malt FaClors, Brewers, 
and DiRillers, whether coaRways or by land, fliould be given up to the 
fame Officers, who were alfo charged with granting the certificates ; fuch 
certificates to be produced at the Malt Permit Office, from whence permits 
for any fubfequent removal, except permits to kieves, were to iffue. 

Appendix, N® 33. In AuguR 1 805, The Board ordered, that Malt permits of every 
ddcrip.tion, except fuch as iflued from the office on the. Quays, fliould be 

g -anted 
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granted by the Malt Gaugers.; in coufequence of which order, the duty of 
this office with refpedl to Malt permits ceafed, and the Stock offices, have 
•thenceforth continued to keep a fimilar -account to that which exifted in 
-the Malt Permit office. If the transfer of this bufmefs from the Malt 
Permit office to .the Malt Gaugers, afforded facilities to the Traders, it 
•would certainly be an argument in favour of the change .; but we under- 
stood from tome of the mod: refpeflable of them, that it would be more 
•convenient to apply for permits at fome fixed place, where conftant and 
(regular attendance could be given, than to have recourfe to the Officers of 
the walk, who muff neceffarily be often abfent from their places of abode, 
-in the difcharge-of their various duties ; fince the change therefore appears 
■to want the recommendation of convenience, and to leave much to the 
diligence and difcretion of inferior Officers, we cannot but view the altera- 
tion as tending rather -to weaken, than to increafe the fecurity.of the 
Revenue, *fo far as that fecurity depends on the efficacy of permits. If 
permits were iffued from an office under the fuperintendance and direction 
of a retponfible Officer, whofe oeurfe of duty would prefect fewer occafions 
of familiarity -or intercourfe with the Trader, -it may be reafonably expedled 
that inffances of oollufion would lei's frequently occur, whilff the fame 
eftablifhment which we have recemmended for the granting of permits 
for the removal of Spirits, might, with little additional expence, and with 
equal advantage, be made alfo to controul the iflue of Malt .permits. The 
•refioration of this office ought not however, w-e think, to interfere with the 
Malt Permit office eftablifhed on -the Quay;, which feems well adapted for 
-the convenient, difcharge -of veffels. ' 

On this fubjedl of unlicenfed Malting w-e have few Obfervations to 
make. The prevalence of this -illicit -manufacture will always be commen- 
furate with the extent of unlicenfed diffiliation, and whatever -tends to the 
-fuppreffion of the one, will produce a proportionate effedt upon the other. 
The fucce-fs however attending the exertions -of the Inipecii.og Officers fent 
down from time -to time into the counties where rhefe illegal practices 
prevail, manifefts a want of that zeal and energy in the ftationary Officers, 
which a more watchful fuperintendance would inflate into their conduct. 
Some afiiftance -towards the fuppreffion of this illegal manufacture might 
perhaps be gained, by invefting all Juftices of the Peace with the power (at 
.prefent confined to the Officers of Excite) of feizing Malt unprotected by 
permit, or certificate. Such however is the nature of the procefs, and to 
long the time requifite for making Corn into Malt, that vigilance and fide- 
lity on the part of the officers could not, we think, fail to enfure fuch fre- 
quent detections, as in the end to fuperfede the neceffity of further Leffifla- 
tive provifions ; while a general relaxation with refpedt to the duty and 
■difcipline of the department prevails, a change of conduct is hardly to be 
expedled. 

The amount of the Fees that appears to have been paid by Maltfters is 
fo little to be accounted for upon any of the reafons urged to us bv the 
Officers receiving them, that we know not how to diveff ou-rfelves of the 
unpreflion, that, although not diredlly taken as the price of connivance and 
corruption, to their influence muff in great meafure be attributed that dere- 
■liction of duty winch fo generally .prevails. 

By the Diftillery Law, the acceptance of any fee, reward, or emolument, 
% any -Officer of Excife from a Diftiller, under -any pretence whatfoever, 
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is con'ftituted a mifdemeanour, and incurs the penalties of that offence ; with 
•this provifion we deem it effential to guard alfo the cohesion of the Malt 
duty. At the fame time, however, that we offer this recommendation, 
we are fully fenfible of the neceffity of that increafe of falary which we 
have already fuggefted in our Report on the Diffc illeries. In that Report, 
we have Rated our conviction, that the fees received by the Officers in moft 
•cafes exceeded thofe acknowledged to us in their examination, and in that 
conviction we have been fince fully confirmed by the admiffion of a 
Gauo-er, who made an unfolicited and voluntary confeffion of his having 
received, during 14 months that he was in charge- of a Diftillery in the 
diftridt of Dublin, upwards of £. 1,100, though, in a previous examination, 
he had depofed to the receipt of 110 gratuity, fee, reward, perquifite, or 
..emolument, of any nature or kind whatfoever, other than a fum of about 
72 Guineas, and a few gallons of Spirits annually. 

This Officer having alleged as a palliation for his conduct, that he had 
been- mitigated by one of his fuperior Officers to defeat our enquiries by 
evafion or fuppreffion of the truth, we deemed it our duty to examine into 
Appendix, N oS 35, the tranfadlion ; and we regret extremely that our inveftigati'on has afforded 
3 6 > 37 * 3 ^, & 39 - ftj-ong grounds for believing that the charge is but too well founded. 



J. S. ROCHFORT, (l.s.) 

Office of Enquiry, FRED. GEALE, (l. s.) 

"Sackv'iHe Street, Dublin, ROBERT ALEXANDER, (l. s.) 

22d Sept. 1807. CHARLES SAXTON, (l.s.) 



CFIA S STEWART HAWTHORNE, (l.s.) 
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APPENDIX. 



No 1. 



Aw ACCOUNT of the Number of Maltiiouses Licenfed in Ireland, for IheYear ended 
2.9th September 1806'; fpecifying the Dittrifts, the Quantity of Working Floors in -each, - 
the Quantity of Malt brought to Charge, and the Amount of Duty. 



DISTRICTS. 


N umber 
of 

Mnlthonfes. 


Square Feet 
of 


Barrels of Malt 
charged • 
Duty. 


Amount of Duty. 


Armagh 


17 


37)106 


12,681 


£■ s. d. 
6j6is 19 4 


Athlone - - - -- -- - 


25 


54^337 


15,968 


8,336 3 9i 


Baltimore ------- 


7 


15,902 


6,8 SO 


3,594 12 2|- 


Cavan --------- 


6 


9,285 


2,130 


1,119 4 11 


Clonmel - -- -- -- - 


31 


104,473 


36,572 


19,273 — 1 


Coleraine ------- 


7 


12,050 


4,703 


2,473 7 31 


Cork - -- -- -- -- 


27 


191,442 


116,360 


60,708 7 5 


Dingle - -- -- -- - 


3 


7,97 8 


6,6l4 


3,446 2 9i 


Donaghadee ------- 


5 


8,581 


3,459 


1,744 8 9 


Drogheda ------- 


15. 


54,062 


21,202 


10,936 6 8 


Dublin City ------- 


21 


137,103 


57,116 


29,652 10 1- 


Dublin County ------ 


4 


11,535 


3,547, 


1,857 8 7 


Dundalk - -- -- -- - 


18 


‘62,625 


28,052 


14,332 7 9 


Ennis - -- -- - - -- 


2 


2,400 


1,063 • 


576 4 6 


Foxford - -- -- -- - 


8 


13,013 ! 


4,728 


2,437 8 2 


Galway - -- -- -- - 


15 


28,794 


10,203 


5,336 3 9 


Kilkenny - - - - - - - 


15 


4-6;S24 j 


19,231 


10,102 19 5 


Killybegs --- ----- 


2 


2", 860 : 


1,306 


664 13 5 


Kinfale - -- -- -- - 


6 


26,066 


6,644 


3,512 IS 6 


Larne - -- -- - - - 


5 


13,000 


3,537 


1,831 11 3 


Letterkenny ------- 


1 


1,000 


131 


67 15 3 


Limerick - -- -- -- - 


11 


50,125 


25,674 


13,643 16 1 


Lilburn - -- -- -- - 


11 


26,878 


12,005 


6,209 12 5 


Londonderry ------ 


2 


3,680 


930 


519 511 


Louglirea ----- - -- 


17 


31,394 


10,996 


5,801 4 4 


Mallow - -- -- -- - 


9 


35,414 


15,000 


7,952 13 If 


Maryboro’ ------- 


39 


121,555 


42,338 


22,088 12 4i 


Naas - -- -- -- -- 


27 


94,954 


33,863 


17,212 12 2f 


Newry - -- -- -- - 


5 


23,138 


12,815 ; 


6,560 6 7 


liofs - -- -- -- -- 


10 


44,815 


19,963 


10,043 1 4£ 


Sligo - -- -- -- -- 


10 


20,S13 


8,995 


4,683 18 6£ 


Strabane - -- -- -- - 


6 


- 7,609 


4,180 


2,106 13 2 


Strangford ------- 


14 


42,271 


23,379 


11,832 2 4 


Trim 


13 


38,303 


11,058 


5,776 8 7 


Waterford ------- 


11 


49,952 


29,932 


15,448 16 8 


Wexford - -- -- -- - 


33 


129,849 


61,329 


31,077 2 Ilf 


Wicklow - -- -- -- - 


12 


28,786 


9,824 


5,121 5 7 


Youghall - -- -- -- - 


' 13 


61,254 


31,034 


15,979 5 9f 


Totals - - - 


483 


1,645,186 


715,442 


370,679 11 Ilf 



Sam 1 Hood, 

Allis' Ex»m r Excife. 
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No. 2. 



An ACC OU NT of the Number of Malt Houses Licenfed in Ireland fince the 29 th September 
1806; fpecifying the Diftridts, and the Quantity of Working Floors in each. 



DISTRICTS. 



Armagh - - - 
AthlOne - — — 
Baltimore 
Cavan - - - 
Clonmell - - 
Coleraine - - 
Cork - - - 
Dingle - - 
Donaghadee 
Drogheda 
Dublin City - 
Dublin County 
Dundalk - - 
Ennis - - - 
Foxford - - 
Galway - - 
Kilkenny - - 
Killybegs - - 
Kinfale - - 
Lame - - 
Letterkenny 
Limerick » - - 
Lifburn - - - 
Londonderry 
Lougnrea - - 
Mallow - 
Maryboro’ - - 
Naas - - - - 
Newry - - - 
Rofs - - - - 
Sligo - - - - 
Strabane - - - 
Strangford - - 
Trim - - - - 
Waterford - - 
Wexford - - - 
Wicklow - - - 
Yough’all - - - 



Totals - - - 



Number 

of 

Malthoufes. 


Square Feet 


Working Floors. 


11 


28,181 




25,133 


5 


13,635 


4 


5,351 


16 


4-9,914 


5 


8,208 


25 


17S, 137 


2 


4,048 


1 


1,127 


10 


35,623 


17 


100,040 


1 


2,663 


13 


39,172 


1 


1,713 


7 


11,174 


6 


11,043 


14 


41,941 


1 


1,800 


4 


13,762 


1 


2,601 


9 


38,?88 


11 


27,994 


7 


13,960 


5 


19,6'00 


30 


.93,710 


54 


56,156 


5 


16,686 


6 


19,456 


7, 


15,266 


1 


2,600 


9 


27,8,59 


6 


18,601 


10 


53,210 


18 


69,9s 4 


6 


14,238 


11 


48,380 


312 


1,111,759 



April 1S07. 



Sam Hood, 

Afs‘ Exam r of Excife, 
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N°. 3. 

A * A ^ r C0 ' U , NT 0f *• Q “ ntit - V o f M.LT marl,, a „d the Rate and Amount of Duty ■ 
didmguilhmg each year, from the 25th of Mated .790, to 5th January 1807. ’ 



Years Ending 



25th March 1791 

1792 

1793 

1794 

1795 

1796 

1797 
179S 

1799 

1800 
1801 
1802 

5th January 18.03 
1804? 

1805 

1806 
1807 



1,174,301 <J 
1,216,970 4 
1,191,854 — 
1, 284.37S 1 

1,242,097 2 
1,197,033 11 
1,263,147 3 
1,290,875 8 
1,124,827 11 
843,900 5 
173,634 7 
664,430 9 
920, 3S2 11 
905,649 10 
715,479 11 
705,114 5 
717,218 10 

I 



Duty. 



£■ s. d. 
145,787 13 9 
152,121 5 10 
148,981 15 — 
160,547 5 Sf 
220,985 16' 0^ j 
354,045 19 44 
331,5/6 3 02 
3 12,6o4 17 3 
361,214 15 4§- 
287,512 11 ij 
■ 56,431 4 9J 

215,939 19 10J 
299,124 8 lli 
.340,974 11., 61 
323,628 5 2§ 
343,740 1 ] 4J 
3S6,01S 19 2 



Rate of Duty per Barrel. 



d. 



2 6 per Barrel. 

2 .6 
2 6 
2 6 
5 3 
5 3 
5 -3 

5 3 

6 0 
6 6 
6 6 
6 6 
6 6 

7 7 from 24th June 1803. 
9 9 D° 10th July 1804. 

9 9 

10 10 from 2d June 1806. 



* Including a charge of ,£.15,145. 3,. on Dock on hand 25th March 17 Si . 



Sam 1 Hood \ 

Affis' Exam r Excite. 



No. . 



taken on Oath, 

wcuM tXfe tfcXh"’ h ° W '° ng ^ ^ Com in deep ? -I 

What is your rcafon for declining to anfwer that queftion ?-Becaufc I would not 
wift to tell the lecrets or my bafinefs to any perfoft. 0t 

Do you mean to fay, that in telling the fecrets of your trade, you would criminate 
yourfelf?— I will not anfwer that queftion. criminate 

What is the Xhorteit time during which you have known Corn kept in deeD ? T 

have known Cora 36 hours in deep. F P ' 1 

Have you generally kept Corn in deep for more than 36 hours ?— I Ihould not like 
to anfwer that. 1R,C 

thafqueflX Wem ' nSS d ° y ° U makC 3 montk ' ? ~ I think 1 ou S ht ™c to anfwer 

anfcer that^edion’° re *“ ^ Wett ‘" gS “ a month? — 1 3 ° not think I Ihould 

r,fP °n 7 ° a tl ! mk the - fa ° rincrs of Malting in Dublin is carried on fraudulently with 
quedion' 0 the Rcventic ’ or othe rwife?~I do not think I ought to anfwer that 

4 ' When. 
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When the Corn is in deep, do you think it ever fwells above the altitude of the 
ciftern ?— If kept in ciftern for 72 hours it does. 

Will Corn fwell at the end of 36 hours above the altitude of the ciftern r— I cannot 
exactly fay ; not fo much as when in fteep for 72 hours. 

What Fees do you give to the Officers ? — I do not think I ffiould anfwer that 

t ) ue[llon - George Hughes. 

J. S. Rochforty 
Fred k Gecile, 

Robert Alexander , 

Cha' Stewart Hawthorne. 



The further Examination of Mr. GEORGE HUGHES, Makfter; 
taken on Oath, the 19th day of June, and 7 th July, 1807. 

Do you (till decline anfwering the queftions which were put to you on a former 
day P—Certainly, I do not chufe to anfwer them. 

Is it that you fear to criminate yourfelf, or that you do not chufe to anfwer the 
queftions put by this Board ?— Becaufe I do not like to criminate myfelf. 

If the Officers in charge of Makhoufes did their duty faithfully, do you think 
Makfters could defraud the Revenue ?— Very little, in my opinion. 

What length of time do you think would be fufficient to keep Iriffi Corn in fteep 
in winter ? — Seventy-two hours would be fully iufficient. 

Do you think good Mak may be made under the prefent reftri&ions ?— I think 
that, for the firft feven months, good Malt may be made under the Act of Parliament; 
but for the remainder of the year, I think fix wettings a-month are as many as can be 
made for the Malt to be of a good quality. 

Do you think any Barley in this country would require to be kept in fteep 84 
hours ?— I think not ; in my opinion, 72 hours are fully fufficient. 

Do you think it would be injurious to the trade, if Makfters were obliged to keep 
their Corn in fteep for not lefs than 60 hours ?— I think that in the winter it would 
not, but that in the fummer months 48 hours would be equal to 72 in winter. 

Do you think that Corn would be injured by being kept in fteep for 48 hours at 
the leaft in fummer ? — I do not think it v/ould. 

Do you think that the Malt trade has aecreafed within the prefent year ? — It has 
confiderably. 

To what do you attribute that decreafe ? — To the Brewers ufing raw Barley and 
Oats, a practice which, I underftand, is becoming very general. 

Do you know whether the Diftillers ufe lefs Malt in the prefent than in the laft 
year ? — 1 am fure that they have ufed much lefs ; they ufed lefs in 1806 than in 1805, 
and lefs in the prefent year than in 1806. I judge from my own fales, which have 
very confiderably decrealed, fo much, that I ferved notice of difcontinuance io early 
as the 25th of December. 

Do you underftand that Brewers were in the habit of felling their Permits to Diftil- 
l ers ? — iT hey were in the habit of doing fo, when Diftillers were required to ule 
Malt; and I think that Brewers who are Makfters fhould not be allowed to left Malt. 

Have you been in the habit of paying Fees to Officers, and to what amount?— I 
have, but i beg to decline anfwering to what amount. 

' Were the Officers in the habit of taking floor-gauges ? — Very rarely. 



If Corn were kept in fteep for 72 hours, do you think 
watered on the floor?— In my opinion it would. not. 



it would require to be 
Geo . Hughes, 



J. S. Rochforty 
Fred' Geale, 

Robert Alexander , 

Cha ’ Stewart Hawthorne. 
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Noj. 

The Examination of WILLIAM B. SWAN, Efquire; taken on 
Oath, the 20th of April, and 10th of July, 1S07. 

This Examinant faith. 

That he is Infpedor General of Excife and Licences of Ireland; that he docs not 
recollect to have feen any printed books of indruftions for Malt Officers fince the year 
1785 ; but the Board of Excife have ilfued many general orders every year for the 
inttrudion and guidance of Officers employed on that duty. He is of opinion, iliac 
the duty of the Officers has, in general, been very loofely performed ; and he believes 
upon the molt moderate computation, that not more than two-thirds of the duty on 
Malt have been brought to charge. This Examinant faith, he was lately on an In- 
fpeftion in the Diftrid of Baltimore, where he feized 896 barrels of Mak manufac- 
tured,- and in pfoeefs of manufadure, in one houfe; the ground of feizure was the 
production of a Licence fabricated with falfe damps ; that in two other Malthoufes 
m the lame DiftrlS, he feized 409 barrels of Malt manufadured, and in procefs ; 
the two.laft-mentioned feizures were made for want of Licences. All tliefe Malt- 
houles were regidered with the Colledor of the Didrid, but no Licences taken out 
At the find- mentioned Malt-houfe he found r 8a barrels of Malt in a boat adjoin- 
ing the Malthoufe, and covered by a Permit for only 60; the Officers vificed this 
houfe as if legally iicenfed ; that notwithftanding the decreafe under the Permit, he 
found, upon gauging the dock, a confiderable increafe ; that the Officers like'wife 
vifued the two lad-mentioned houfes ; that upon gauging the docks, he found 
them nearly to agree with the Officer's entries. Examinant underftood, that the 
Malt which he difcovered in the boat was to have been (hipped for Cork, where 
upon its arrival, it would, under the circumdances, have been liable to feizure; but 
Examinant found on enquiry at Cork, that Malt coming coadways was not 
weighed out under the kifpe&ion of Officers, as is the pradice in Dublin. While in 
Cork, Examinant received information, that a Brewer had a private Still; he found 
the information to be incorrect, but on learching the premifes, he difcovered a private 
Malthoufe, where he feized 21 barrels of Malt in procefs, and 30 barrels of Corn 
deeped in one of the brewing coppers, which was feized, and afterwards condemned 
and fold. Examinant received information, that a Readying Didiller in Cork 
who was alfo a Iicenfed Madder, was working from grofs materials, which information 
proved incorred; but on fearching the premifes, he found in the Malthoufe a 
private wetting of Corn, which was feized, and afterwards condemned. Examinant 
did not make a general infpedion of Malthoufes at Cork, as his Orders were con- 
fined to the 1 n fleet ion of D-idilleries and Licences. 

Examinant found in the Didrid of Kinfaie, that the altitude of the cifterns were 
in two indances, incorredly taken. I n the courfe of his duty, he has in other places’ 
frequently deteded and feized quantities of Grain in deep under the faifc bottoms 
with which ciderns are furnifned for the purpofc of draining off the water. He con- 
ceives falfe bottoms to the cifterns to be unneceffary, as he knows that many Malt- 
fters work without them, and drain off the water ’by means of a pipe; a practice 
which, if generally enforced, would in his opinion liiperfede the ufe of falfe bot- 
toms, and prevent the frauds of which they are produdive. He has found in Tome 
Difttids, and believes it to be the cafe in many others, that the Officers in charm: of 
Malthoufes have neither rules nor tape for gauging the docks of Malt. Exa- 
minant chinks, that the mod advantageous times for taking the dips of Ciderns are 
as toon after the wetting, and as fiiort a time previous to the drawing off the water 
as poffible. He thinks Chat one gauge, taken foon after the Corn is put into the 
couch-frame, is diffident in that dage, and one of the floor taken as loon after the 
Grain is out of couch as may be; but he is of opinion, that the Check Officers and 
Infpedors.fhould make frequent compare gauges. 

Examinant faith, that befides the private Mait made by Iicenfed Madders, private ■ 
Malting is carried on to a great extent in the counties of Derry, Tyrone, Fermanagh 
Donegal, Cavan, and Monaghan, by unlieenfed Makders; and Examinant has been 
informed, and believes, that 100,000 barrels of Malt are annually made in the Barony 
of Innifhowen, and that great quantities of Barley are brought thither from other 
parts of Ireland coadways, and alfo from Scotland, and bartered for Whilkey. 

By the prefent Malt Ad, Wheat and Oats making into Malt, and malted Wheat 
and Oats, may be feized by any Judice of the Peace, as well as by an Officer of Ex- 
cife; but Malt made of Barley, not covered by Permit or Certificate, can only be 

d’ H feized 
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feized by an Officer of Excife, Examinant is of opinion, that it would be advifable 
to give Magiftrates the power of feizing every defcription of Malt found with un- 
licenfed Dealers, not covered by Permit or Certificate, in like manner as they are 
now empowered by Law to feize unlicenfed Stills, and all Pot-Ale Singlings and 
Spirits found in unlicenfed Diftilleries. 

William B. Swan, 

Fred k Geale, Infp r Gen 1 of Ireland. 

Robert Alexander , 

Che? Saxton, 

Cha' Stewart Hawthorne. 



No. 6. 

The Examination of Mr. HILL CLEMENTS; taken on Oath, the 
iff, 4th, ah, 7th, and 8th of May, 1807. 

This Examinant faith, 

That he is a Gauger; that for 14 or 15 years previous to the year 1805, he was 
in charge principally of Maltho.ufes; and that fince, or about January laft, he has been 
employed in a (Tiding at the: infpe&ion of Malthoufes in the diftrift of the city of 
Dublin ; that he has, during that time, made fevei al detections of frauds praftifed by 
Maltflers. In fome inflances he has found that they begin to wet before the hour 
ipecifkd in the notice, and earlier than the hour prefcribed by Law. In other inltances 
he has, before the expiration of a notice, found Corn juft thrown out of the ciftern 
on the floor, and the ciftern fupplied afrefli without any fecond notice having been 
given. He has received information at different times, and has reafon to believe 
that warm water is fometimes ufed in wetting the Corn in ciftern, for the purpofe 
of fliortening the time of its continuance in fteep. He is of opinion, that by ufing 
warm water, Corn might be fufficiently fteeped in 30 hours; and remembers an 
inftance. where the heat communicated to the ciftern, in confequence of its fituation 
near the kiln, made it injurious to continue the Grain in ciftern for the 40 hours 
required by Law, and the Maltfter was therefore obliged to remove the ciftern. He 
believes, that under the falfe bottoms intended for drawing off the water from the 
Corn in ciftern, quantities of Grain in fleep are concealed. He has feen cifterns 
fo cor.ftrixfted, that their outer edge has been by two or more inches higher than their 
inner edge, whilft the altitude was meafured only to the inner edge; by which means in 
making the charge, in fome inflances a duty, he thinks, on 1 2. barrels, has been evaded 
at a wetting. Thefe frauds are facilitated by the opportunity Maltflers have of 
concealing private fteepings on unregiftered parts of their floors. His opinion is, 
that if a corredt dip be taken, the charge drawn from the couch will almoft always 
exceed the ciftern charge, though the latter fhould be made at the full altitude of the 
ciftern. He has frequently feen Malt Stock books, and has feldom found the charge 
made from the couch, which he imputes to the Officers either taking an incorredt 
dip of the couch, or making a fictitious entry thereof. He believes Corn privately 
wetted is generally thrown on the floor during the nighr, and in order to make room 
for it, a floor dried off before the Officer’s next vific, fo that when the vifit is made, 
no increafe in the number of floors is found. He is of opinion, that two floor gauges 
fhould betaken, one within feventy-two hours after Grain is thrown out of couch, and 
the other a (hort time before it is ufually put upon the kiln. He believes a great deal 
of private Malt is brought into Dublin, and is conveyed to Brewers and Diftillcrs by 
contriving, under a feries ofPermits, to cover more turns than are warranted thereby, 
as for inftance, fending three turns under two Permits, or four under three, and fo on ; 
and the Malt is afterwards difpofed of by being confumed in their kieves without Per- 
mits. This Examinant is of opinion, that permitting Brewers and Diftillers to regifter 
their kieves as Malt Stores, may open a door to extenfive frauds, as, if a Brewer 
wifhes to confume any extra flock, or to make room for bringing in a quantity of 
illicit Malt, he brews without a Permit. If an Infpecling Officer gets Mafhed Malt 
in a kieve fo regiftcred, he cannot feize it till the flock is firft gauged, and an Excels 
proved, becaule the contents are declared as a part of the flock, which ftock in all 
cafes, particularly in the molt important, where it is very large, cannot be gauged 
before the time it will take to draw off the Worts from the kieve, leaving then 
nothing to be feized but the grains. He believes that the flocks of Malt are very 

feldom 
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feldom gauged, . for the purpofe of afcertaining whether there is an increafe or a 
decreafe. 

In gauging (locks of Malt, he believes.no charge or feizure is made on any increafe 
that does not .exceed five per cent, whether it be Malt made, or Malt received by 
Permit ; but no. allowance whatever is made in afcertaining decreafes. He does not 
recoiled any inftrudions. given to this effed, but he believes it to be the general 
cuftom. . 

Examinant thinks, that the detedion of private wettings is rendered more difficult 
by the permitting two cificrns to be ufed in the fame concern, a pradice which he 
has known to exift in feyeral inftances ; by which means the Maltfter is enabled to 
make the vegetation of feyeral wettings approach fo near each other, as that they 
may pafs for each other, almoft without a rifle of detedion. 

When .in c.harge of Malthoufes, Examinant ufually received annually from each 
Maltller from two to fix Guineas, and in cafe there were two ciflerns in the concern 
a double fee. When private wettings took place, he received from one-half to a fourth 
of the duty evaded. He alfo received a fee of about one Shilling per barrel for grant- 
ing Permits for pretended removals, for the purpofe of accounting for a decreafe in 
one flock, and covering an increafe in another. He alfo received a fee varying ac- 
cording to the quantity of Malt, and iometimes as high as two Guineas, for granting 
regular Permits and Certificates. 

The feveral. fees .above ftated, as he heard and believes, were the fees ufually given 
to Officers at the place where' he received them, but in Dublin He underflands^hey 
are .higher ; but not having been in charge of Malthoufes fince he came to Dublin, 
he cannot, (peak with certainty ; he has, however, received higher fees from Diflillers 
in Dublin than elfewhere. 



J. S. Rochfort , 
Fred 5 Geale , 
Robert Alexander, 
Cha 5 Saxton. 



Hill Clements. 



No. 7. 

The Examination of Mr. JOHN WILLSON; taken on’ Oath,' 
the 8th and 10th days of June 1807. 

This Examinant faith, 

That he is a Gauger, and at prefent in charge of Kilco.ck-walk, in the Diftrid of 
Naas. He has been 21 years in the fervice of che Revenue, and during the whole 
of that time in charge of Maltflers, and for two years previous to September laft: 
employed on Dublin duty. 

He has found by experience, that the average fwell of Corn wetted in ciftern is 
about one-fi.fth of its original bulk;, when the ciflern has been full, the couch 
ffiould always give the bed gauge ; a floor-gauge taken after five days fhould nearly 
double the quantity chargeable from the ciflern or the couch. He feldom took the 
firftd ins in the ciftern ; the latter ones more frequently, but does hot know any 
inftance in which he has (hewn the Corn fwoln above the altitude of the ciftern. 
He admits that the firft dips of the ciftern, as ordinarily entered by him in his Stock- 
books, feldom appear to leave room for a fwell of more than one-tenth, inftead of 
one-fifih, which is the allowance the Law makes in regulating the charge. He 
admits that the entries of thofe dips were fiditious, as were, in mod inftances, the 
couch .and floor-gauges. One Maltfter in. the City of' Dublin, of whom he was in 
charge, he believes, made nearly one-half of his wettings feveral hours before the 
times fpecjfied in the notices to wet. He underftoed that this pradice was general in 
1 Dublin ; and that it was not ufual for the inferior Officers to take notice of it, as the 
foperior Officers pafted it over. He did not report it, as he was unwilling to make, 
himfejf obnoxious by unufual ftridnefs in the performance of his duty. If the floor 
gauges had . been .conftantly taken, or when taken, had been corred, fuch private 
E e fongs muft have been.deteded. He has very feldom known a Surveyor or In- 
fpedor to take a floor-gauge ; and admits, that if the books had been examined by 
cither of them, they mult have feen that the entries, both of dips and gauges, 
":ere in moft inftances, fiditious.. Neither Surveyors or Infpedors ever reproved 
him ffir. this manner of keeping his books, nor has he ever heard of their doing fo 
4 * . with 
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with refpeft to other Officers, though he believes this mode of keeping Books to 
have been general. 

Makfters who wet without notice, make room on the floors for their private wet- 
tings, by flattening the oldeft floor to the kiln. If the kiln could be limited in 
proportion to the quantity of flooring, he thinks thofe frauds might more effectually 
be prevented. It is his opinion, that Makfters difpofed of their private Malt chiefly 
by fending out two or three turns under one Permit. He thinks the time for which 
Corn is allowed to remain on the floor might be abridged to 13 days (and that 
without injuring the Manufacturer) and leflen the opportunities of fraud. He is of 
opinion, that if the Officers did their duty, the prefent regulations, would be fuffi- 
cient to prevent private Malting, as the procefs takes up fo much time as to render 
it fcarcely pofiible that fraudulent Makfters ffiould efcape detection. He obferves, 
in looking over feveral Malt-books for the City of Dublin, now fhewn to him, that 
thofe Makfters who are fuppofed to be fair Traders do not keep their Grain longer 
than 12 or 14 days on the floor, whilft thofe Makfters who are fuppofed to 
fmuggle, always appear to take the 21 days allowed by Law. While on duty in 
Dublin, he received from Mr. George Hughes, a Maltfter in his walk, who had 
two houfes, for the large one ten Guineas, and for the fmaller five Guineas, for every 
month during which they were worked ; in thefe fums the Permit ftamp duties were 
included. From Mr. Trevor, another Maltfter in his walk, he received five 
Guineas at the time of meafuring his houfc, but fcarcely any other fees. There were 
no other Makfters in his walk. 

John Willfon. 

J. S. Rochfort, 

Fred k Geale , 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton, 

Cha- Stewart Hawthorne. 



No. 8. 

The Examination of ARTHUR GUINNESS, Efquire; taken 
upon Oath, the 29th of July, and 28 th of Auguft, 1807. 

This Examinant faith. 

That he is a Porter Brewer in the City of Dublin, and carries on a confiderable 
manufacture of Malt in the country ; that he conceives the regulations of the Malt 
ACt of the year 1805, particularly the great increafe in the monthly charges impofed 
by that ACt, to have operated as a confiderable check to the manufacture of fmuggled 
Malr, which, previous to the paffing of that ACt, was carried. on fo extenfively, that 
there were two Markets for Malt in Dublin, one for that which was fmuggled, the 
other for that which paid Duty. 

He thinks it could not be difadvantageous to their trade, if Makfters were obliged 
to keep the Corn in deep 60 hours, as 72 hours are feldom more than fufficient for 
the keeping of Iriffi Barley. Irifh Malt made for fale is in general hurried through 
the procefs; it is the objeCt of the Irifh Manufacturer for fale, that his Malt ftiall 
weigh heavily ; of the Engliffi, that it {hall meafure well. 

He thinks that Malt may be hurried through the procefs, fo as to be off the kiln 
in 7 or 8 days from the time of wetting, buc the fair Maltfter generally takes nearly 
the full time of 21 days allowed by Law. 

He thinks it a hardfhip on Brewers to be prevented from felling Malt that has been 
purchafed by them, as they may at times, from being overftocked, or from other 
circumftances, find it neceffary to difpofe-of part of their ftock ; and that although a 
Brewer ought not to be allowed to traffic generally in Malt, he conceives the Com- 
miflioners of Excife might have a power, in fpecial cafes, to permit Brewers to dif- 
pofe of purchafed Malt. 

He conflders the Malt Permit fyftem as oppreffive to the fair Trader, and afford- 
ing no efficient check to fmugglingf except in cafes of the conveyance of Malt from 
one place to another ; but as applied to the keeping of Brewers ftocks, or to the af- 
certaining of the quantities confumed in their kieves, he conceives that it can fo 
eafi’y be evaded, as to have become totally inefficient, and believes that the Officers 
feldom attempt to keep a correCt account of Brewers ftocks. 

He is of opinion, that a faithful attention to the charging of the Duty on Corn in 
procefs would fufficiently fecure the Revenue, and render Permits unneceffary. 
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He recolleffs, that a few years ago there was a Malt Permit Office in the Cuftom- 
Houfe of Dublin ; this Office has been fince aboliihed, but he thinks that the re- 
eftabliffiment of it would be more convenient to the Trader, than the obliging him to 
report to the Officer of the walk, with whom it is frequently difficult to meet. 

He has heard 'that Permits have been fold by Brewers and Diftillers carrying on 
the bufinefs of Maltfters, for the purpofe of affording a cover to fmuggled Malt. 

The quantity of Hops ufed to a barrel of Porter muff be proportioned to the 
time for which the liquor is intended to be kept. He has put 4 and fometimes 5 lbs. 
of Hops to a barrel of Porter; but conceives that the average proportion of Hops 
ufed in the feveral forts of Strong Beer made in Ireland, may be taken at 2 { lbs. to 
a barrel. 

The proportion of Hops ufed in Small Beer is much lefs. He thinks that the 
confumption of Malt Liquor has inCreafed by at leaft one-half fince the year 1795. 

With refpeft to the life of raw Corn in the Breweries, he believes it to be carried on to 
fome confiderable extent; but he thinks that ic is an evil that muff cure itfclf, as 
thole Brewers who adopted the praftice have fuffered in their trade. 

Ic is his opinion, that the ufe of raw Corn in brewing might be prevented, by 
obliging Brewers to have their Breweries regiftered diftindlly, and apart from their 
Malchoufes or Malt Stores, and impofing a heavy Penalty on the ufing any raw 
Corn in the manufacture of Beer, or on finding any ground or unground in premifes 
regiftered as part of a Brewery. 

He thinks, that upon an average, one barrel of Malt may be confidered as the 
Quantity neceffary to produce one barrel and a half of Strong Beer. 

Artb. Guinncjs. 

J. S. Rochfort , 

'Vred k Geale, 

Robert Alexander-, 

Charles Saxton , 



Cka* Stewart Hawthorne. 




No. 9. 



An A C C O U N T of the Quantity of Hops imported into Ireland, 
from the 25th March 1796. 



YEARS. 


Quantity. 




CwtS. 


1 7 97 • 


I2,6o6 


8. 


25,054! 


Years end. 25th March - - - < 

9- 


ii.C93r 


1800. 


9,9,88 


From 25 March 1800 to 5 Jan. - 1. 


6,892 l 


f 2 ‘ 


>5.9 6 3 


3* 


2 6,010 


4. 

Years end. it January -- - - - 


1 8,460 


5- 


30,982! 


6. 


23.749 


U 7- 


15,682! 




197,081 



H B. Hautenville. 



4* 
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Mo. io. 

The Examination of Mr. WILLIAM HUTTON, Diftillerj taken 
on Oath, the 24th day of Auguft 1 807. 

This Examinant faith. 

That he is a grofs Diftiller in the Diftridt of the City of Dublin; he is of opinion 
that the quantity of Malt tiled by Diftillers has gradually decreafed fince the year 1800, 
and does not now, on an average, amount to more than one- fourth or one-fifth of the 
whole quantity of -Grain confumed. 

W‘ )l Hutton. 

Fred • Geale, 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton , 

Cha' Stewart Hawthorne, 



No. 11. 

The Examination of Mr. ALEXANDER SOMERS; taken on Oath* 
the 19th and 29th of May, and 16th of June, 1807. 

This Examinant faith, 

That he is a Maltfter and Brewer in the City of Dublin, and a Partner in the houfe 
of Connolly, Somers, and Co. 

Examinant faith, that his ufual courfe is to keeplrifh Corn in cittern 60 hours; 
but in winter, or when the grain is ftubborn, he has fometimes found it neceflary to 
keep it 72 hours in fteep. He has ufed Englifh Barley; and thinks that Norfolk. 
Barley would require 10 hours lefs of fteeping than the Irifh Corn that he generally 
ufes. ' 

In his Malthoufe, the altitude of the cittern is thirty-one inches, which he ufually 
fills to twenry-feven inches with dry Corn ; and he thinks the utmoft fwell generally 
gauges from 32 to 33 inches in depth, or from one to two inches above the altitude of 
the cittern. He has lately made ufe of a fcreen for cleanfing the grain before it is 
put into fteep; in confequence of which, he thinks the fwell has been lefs than 
jf it were uncleanfed. 

He thinks the I rifh Barley fwells more in the cittern than the Englifh, but he 
cannot fay exadfly in what proportion. He believes the Corn in his Malthoufe re- 
mains frequently for lefs time than 24 hours in couch. He has obferved that his 
Couch-frame, which contains 13 bufhels more than the cittern, is generally more 
than full. He has feldom feen a floor-gauge taken in his houfe; but, as he has gene- 
rally confined his attention to oblerve that the monthly charge did not much exceed 
the amount of the feveral wettings in each month, charged from the full content of 
the cittern, cannot fay how frequently they were taken by the Officers. Examinant 
is of opinion, that many Brewers in Dublin ufe raw Corn, to the extent of two-thirds 
of the whole quantity mafhed. : 

He has heard that Corn is frequently brought into work after having been twenty 
hours only in fteep, and that the fhort fteeping is fupplied by watering upon the 
floors. 

The notices for wetting are always given in bufhels, but without any precifion 
as to the quantity really ufed. In taking an account of the flock of dry Malt, the 
Officer aicertains the quantity by gauge ; but the account of quantities permitted 
out of flock is kept in weight. He has often found that his flock wciuld not cor- 
refpond with thefe accounts, and has been obliged to regulate any apparent increafe 
or deficiency by means of the Permits to his kieve. 

The fees ufually paid to Officers in his houfe are five Guineas to the Infpedlor, and 
five to the Surveyor, at each meafurement of the houfe ; to the Gauger two Guineas 
a month ; and for his trouble in granting Permits to the kieve, in addition to the 
ftamp duty, one fhilling each ; he alfo paid for every Permit of 20 barrels coming 
into the houfe, and for every Certificate or renewal thereof, one fhilling each. Thefe 
fees, to the beft of his knowledge and belief, amounted, in the year ending 29th Sept. 
1806, to £.96. and upwards. 
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He has heard, that in Malthoufe where private wettings take place, the Officer 
and Trader (hare the Duty evaded. 

If the Officers were attentive to their duty, he does not think that frauds could he 
carried on to any extent in licenfed Malthoufes. In making Porter Malt, he gene- 
rally keeps the Corn on kiln for 48 hours; it is laid on at about three or four inches 
deep. 

Pale Malt requires to be kept on kiln rather longer ; he finds it neceffary to dry off 
a whole wetting at a time, becaufe the redactions, with refpedl to the fize of the 
floor, and the time for keeping Grain on floor, will not admit of the divifion of a 
wetting. Examinant, however, thinks that under the prefent reftridtions the fair 
Manufadturer can make good Malt, and that, under the prefent circumftances, they 
give protedlion to the fair Trader. He is of opinion that the kiln need only be 
large enough to contain one wetting. 

~ n n , r ■ / 4 Iex r Somers. 

J. S. Rochfort , 

Fred k Geale , 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton, 

Cba ’ Steins art Hawthorne. 



No. 12. 



The Examination of HUGH TREVOR, Efquire; taken upon Oath, 
the 26th day of May, and the ad, 9th, and 17th of June, 1807. 
This Examinant faith. 

That he is Proprietor of a Brewery and Malthoufe, in the -City of Dublin. He 
leaves the condudt of his Malting chiefly to James Aikin, his Maltder, as he is not 
himielf acquainted with the pradlical part of the bufinefs. He is not in the habit of 
ufing raw Corn in his Brewery, but he underftands that it is ufed to a confiderable 
extent by many of the Brewers in Dublin. 

He does not think that Beer made from raw Corn would have fo good a flavour, 
or keep fo well, as Beer made from Malt. 

The fees which he has paid to Officers fince the firft of May 1806, including the 
Permit Stamp Duty, and the fum of £. 5. 13. 9. to the Surveyor, amounted to 
£• 3 ®’ 8 . 

Previous to the lad year he was accudomed to pay an annual fee of £. 5. 13. 9. 
to the lnfpedtor General, but he has not fince that time paid any fuch fee. 

^ , Hnvh Fret or. 

J. S. Rochfort , 

Fred k Geale, 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton. 

Cha * Stewart Hawthorn e. 



No. 13. 

The Examination of Mr. DAVID SHERLOCK; taken ..on Oath, 
the 1 8th and 22d days of June 1807. 

This Examinant faith, 

1 hat he lias been a Brewer and Maltfter in the City of Dublin for many years. 
J s y the Malt Adi of 1805, ire was prevented from watering on the floor, and had 
een previoufly reftridted from continuing the Corn in deep for more than 72 hours, 
e gave up Malting, and did not take out any licence for (he lad or preceding year, 
e is of opinion, that the greater part of Iriffi Barley requires 84 hours watering, 
c was his pradlice to keep his Grain in deep for 72 hours, and that was fo insufficient, 
t at he would, if permitted, have kept it in deep for 12 hours more; but not being 
? lowed fo to do, he had recourfe to the pradlice of watering on the floor; whenever, 
ln vva ^ m weather, he kept his Corn in couch for the full time required by Law, he 
conceived that the Corn derived an unpleafant tade from remaining fo long in couch. 
4 * To 
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To the bofl of his recolkaion he kept his Corn T t or 12 days on the floor, and lie 
put a whole wetting on his kiln (which was a tiled kiln) at one time, at a depth of 
3 or 6 inches : this latter circumftance he confident as tending to produce better Malt 
than when a wetting is put on the kiln at different times. He thinks that 
14 days' would be a (Efficient time to keep Corn on the floor, as after that it is apt to 
become mouldy. He could make good Malt under the former Law, but he would, 
not fubmia himfelf to the rdtridions which at prefect prevail, as he thinks he 
could not make good Malt; .and he attributes the badnefs of Malt to thofe reftriaions.. 
He never imports Malt himfelf, but purchnfcs all that he confumes in his Brewery 
from Fadors. The average quantity of Malt and raw Corn which he ufcs in a year, 
is from 8 to i o.ooo barrels. He ufcs raw Corn both for Beer and Porter, and thinks 
he never faw better liquor than it produces, and lie finds no inconvenience from its 
not keeping ■ he thinks it preferable in the prefect Hate of Malting. If he could get 
good Maltf he would prefer it; he ufcs both Oats and Barley, the former for Table 
Beer, the latter for Porter, In tliefe cafes he ufes one-third of raw Corn. "1 he 
cifterns remain in his Malthoufe in the fame (late that they were when he worked 
as a Maltftcr. An Officer attends daily in his Brewery for the purpofe of granting 
Permits to his kieve, but he does not infpedt the concern. He thinks it impoffible 
for an Officer to keep any corred Account of a Brewer's ftock of dry Malt, as the 
kieve will always enable him to provide againft the detedion of any undue incrcafe in 
(lock. He pays the Officer about £. 1 . io. o. per month for Permits, and a gra- 
tuity amounting to between £,30. and £.4,0. per year. 

He never experienced any inconvenience from being charged by weight, at tne 
rate, of four bulhels to the barrel, and he has generally found by experiment the 
weights and gauges to correfpond. He cannot account for rhe- dccrcafe in the 
number of tvfakhoui'es fince lad year upon any other grounds than the praftice 
adopted by Brewers of ufing raw Corn inftead of Malt. 

David Sherlock. 

J. S. Rochforty 

F.red k Geale. 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton. 



No. 14. 

The Examination of Mr. SAMUEL MADDER ; taken on Oath, 
the 17th and 19th days of June, 1807. 

This Examinant faith, „ 

That he has been a Brewer and Maltfter in the City of Dublin, tor 17 or 18 

yC That he is of opinion, that under the prefent reftridlions of the Law, with refpeft to 
the extent of floors the fair Trader will be able to work without injury to the ma- 
nufafture, from September to May ; but is convinced that a better article would be 
produced if, inftead of the prefent regulations, the Maltfters were required to continue 
the Grain covered for 60 hours, and were at liberty to extend the time of fteeping to 
84 hours, as forr.e Barky will require a greater time in fteep, and the bell Englilli 
Barley he has feen required wetting for 60 hours at the lead. 

He cannot, however, fay how far luch an alteration might become an inlet to fraud 
on the Revenue ; and Ihould that be endangered by the change; it would be his 
intereft to have the prefent reftri£tions continued, w’hich he thinks well calculated to 
protect the fair Trader againft; the Smuggler. Malt cannot, under any ciicumftances, 
be made perfectly in the fummer months; but this Examinant is of opinion, that after 
the month of May, there is not flooring enough allowed to make it as go )d as ic 
inio-ht be; that if the month’s charge was reduced from eight to fix barrels for every 
100 fquare feet of flooring, Maltfters would be able to work a month or two later. 
He keeps his Corn in ciftern generally 72 hours, fometimes five or fix hours lefs. In 
his Malthoufe the ciftern, whole altitude is 46 inches, is generally filled as high as 
41 inches, and the Grain, when fufficiently wetted., is generally fwoln above the brim 
of the ciftern. He does not apprehend that Grain fufficiently fteeped will increafe 
its bulk in couch within 24 hours. He has never fecn a floor-gauge .of Corn m 
procefs taken fince he has been in Iteland, nor can he fpeak with precifion to the 
increafe of the bulk experienced by the Grain on floor, but knows it to be very con- 

fidefable. 
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iiderable. He thinks 24 hours in couch too much in warm weather; the Corn is 
liable to acquire a four fmelJ, which is very difficult to get rid of. Thinks the time 
allowed for flooring ought not to be abridged. He dries off one-third of a wetting 
at a time, and takes 24 hours to it, which. leaves him only Sunday to clean his 
kiln. 

He has fometimes watered on the floor when he found a couch that was back- 
ward, ufually at about two or three days ; this, however, rarely happens. Has heard 
there is much raw Corn ufcd'by the Brewers.' 

He is increafing the lize of his floors againft the next feafon, as he finds the Malt 
brought to the market is not' Sufficiently well made to be advantageoufly ufed in 
brewing. This deterioration he imputes to the endeavour to make private Malt, 
which, under the prefent reftriCtions, can fcarcely be done without injury to the article. 
He is of opinion that it would not injure the trade, if Maltfters were obliged to keep 
their Corn in fteep for 60 hours, in all feafohs of- the year. He thinks that the pre- 
fent monthly charge is fo heavy, that any Malt privately made muf be of fo bad a 
. quality, as that the Maltfters could have no intereft in the practice of frauds. He 
underftands that the difference in price between Malt covered by Permit, and 
Malt not covered by Permit, was five or fix {hillings per barrel. He believes 
the confumption of Malt Liquor has increafed confiderably within the laft ten 
years, and from his own experience, has found an increafe of one-third. He 
pays annually, upon the taking out of his Licence, five Guineas to the Infpector, 
five to the Surveyor, and half a Guinea to the Colle&or’s Clerk ; befides which, he 
'pays the Gauger two Guineas per month; he is likewiie obliged to make occa- 
fional loans of money to thefe Officers. 

Samuel Madder. 

J. S. Roc If or t, 

Fred k Geale } 

R obert . A l ex under , 

Charles Saxton. 



No. 15. 

The Examination of Mr. HENRY SMITH ; taken on Oath 
the iff day of July 1807. 

This Examinant faith. 

That he is a. Guager in the DiftriCt of the City of Dublin, and at prefent in 
charge of the fecond Grand Canal Walk ; that on the 17th or 1 8th of June laft, as 
he beft recpjledfs, he affifted the Surveyor of the fecond Malt Survey, in gauging the 
;■ -flock of Malt of Sam 1 Madder and Co. Brewers and Maltfters. The credit in 
flock, as appeared by. the Officers book, was 1,746 barrels, but the ftock was found 
0,1 -gauge,, to amount to. no more than 1,608, making a decreafe of 138. That, upon 
. the, 30th of June,. he was prefent when a heap of Malt, part of the faid ftock, was 
-gauged, and .aftqr.vvards weighed ; that upon the gauge, the heap appeared to con- 
tain 88 .barrels, computing , four bufhels to the barrel, each buffiel containing 8 
. gallons, of 27 -£ cybic /inches ; and that the faid heap, being afterwards accurately 
. weighed, appeared to contain 101 barrels, at 12 ftone to the barrel. This Exa- 
minant, faith, he has frequently gauged the ftocksof other Brewers, who were Malt- 
, fte r s, and. has generally found, that there was an increafe by gauge on bought Malt, 
and a decreafe. on -Malt, manufactured by them for their own ufe. About 12 months 
ago, he gauged the .ftock of an eminent Brewer, for the purpofe of charging him 
• with, an additional duty of 1 s. per barrel, which at that time was laid on. The 
ftock was brown . Malt of his own manufacture, and for his own ufe. The credit, 
by the Officers book, was ,3,205 barrels, and the ftock found by gauge was 2,955, 
leaving a decreafe of 250 barrels. This decreafe was fhewn in the Stock-book, but 
he. never brought any information againft the Maltfter for the decreafe. He re- 
ceived from this Maltfter, while at work, a fee of five Guineas, and while filent two 
Guineas per month, out of which fums this Examinant paid the Permit Stamp 
•duty. 

Henry Smith . 

J. S.'Rochforty ■ 

.Fredi’.Geakj 
Robert Alexander , 

Cha ! Stewart Hawthorne. 

4 K 
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No. 1 6. 



The Examination of Mr. ROBERT M'DONNELL; taken 
on Oath, the 20th day of July 1807, 

This Examinant faith, 

That on the 17th inft. he weighed out eight barrels of Porter Malt, at the rate 
of £2 ftones to each barrel, in the Brewery of Meffrs. Guineafs and Co. in James- 
ftreet; that he had feen eight barrels of Malt put into a couch-frame, and exadtly 
levelled ; that he gauged laid heap, and by gauge found it to contain twenty-nine 
bufhels and two gallons ; that he meafured faid heap by a corredt Winchefter bufhel, 
-and found it ro contain thirty-one bufhels and four gallons ; that the weight of the 
Malt, by the Winchefter bufhel, he found to be on an average forty-two and an half 
pounds; that the eight barrels by weight being chargeable as thirty-two bufhels, the 
quantity, as per gauge, was Ihorc two bufhels and fix gallons, caufing an apparent 
decreafe in the heap of about eight and one half per-cent. 

Rob. Mac Donnell. 

Fred k Geale , 

Robert Alexander , 

Chu s Stewart Hawthorne. 



No. 1 7. 

The Examination of Mr. JOHN TRENCH ; taken on Oath, 
the 2 1 ft, 22 d, 30th of April, 4th of May, and 7th July 1807. 

This Examinant faith, 

That he is a Surveyor of Excife ; that he is at prefent in charge of the firft Malt 
Survey in the Diftridt of the City of Dublin, which is divided into two Surveys, and 
each Survey contains four walks. Before any Licence for making Malt can be 
granted, it is his duty to take an account of all Malt and Barley ftores, and to take 
the dimenfions of the Cifterns, Couches, Floors, and Kilns, in all the Malthoufes 
in his Survey. Thefe particulars are entered in a Dimenfion-book, and if the re- 
gifter of the fame particulars made out by the Maltfter is on comparifon found 
corredl, he fubferibes a Certificate of that fadt thereon ; the Regifter is then carried 
to the Infpedtor, and figned by him ; and laftly, is filed in the Colledtor’s office. 

In taking the dimenfions of Malthoufes, &c. he has ufually found the couch- 
frame to exceed confiderably the content of the ciftern, but has never thought it ne- 
ceffary to make a fpecial report of this circumftance, as it was always apparent on 
the face of the Regifter, and frequently in the Stock-book; but in the latter, as the 
infertion of the altitude is fometimes omitted, the content of the couch-frame does 
not always appear. The firft Malt Survey in the Diftridt of the City of Dublin com- 
prehends four walks. The Gaugers of thefe walks are obliged to attend daily at an 
Office in the Cuftom Houfe, called the Entry Office, and to enter in a book kept 
for the purpofe the notices of wettings which- they receive from the different Malt- 
fters. It is the duty of the Surveyor to attend daily at this office, and to take fuch 
notices from the entries as may enable him to make his check vifits with effedt. 

Each Gauger and Surveyor has a key of the drawer in which the Entry-book is 
locked up, in order that accefs may at all times be had to it. At thefe vifits, which 
are made at uncertain times, it is his duty to fee that the accounts of Stock taken by 
the Officers in charge are corredl, and their duty diligently executed. Examinant 
keeps a diary in which he enters his daily tranfadlions, and in a column for Obferva- 
tions, he remarks any particular occurrence, and reports therein the condudt of the 
inferior Officers of his Survey; this diary is returned quarterly to the Examiner of 
Surveyors diaries. Befides noting in his diary whatever he finds eenfurable in the 
conduct; of the Officers under him, he makes a fpecial report to the Board, or to the 
Infpedtor General. It. is his duty aifo, to examine weekly the Permit-vouchers of 
the different Gaugers in his Survey; thefe vouchers contain an account of all the 
Permits granted and received by, and of all Certificates obtained from, the Gaugers 
during the week : it is the duty of Examinant, before the Gaugers return thefe 
vouchers to the Examiner of Permits, to compare them with the Stock-permit and 
Certificate books, and to return the Permit and Certificate-books to the head Permit 
Office, where they are examined for the purpofe of feeing that the fame number of 

Permits 
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Permits and Certificates which had been iffued, are accounted for. From thence the 
Permit and Certificate- books are lent to the Examiner of Permit Vouchers to undergo 
a fecond companion with the Permit Vouchers. It is alio the Surveyor's duty 1 o 
examine and compare the Monthly Excife Malt Vouchers with the Stock-books of 
the fey era 1 Gaugers in his Survey, and fee that the charge of duty is correttly made. 
.The Gaugers make out two of thefe Vouchers for each walk, to be figned by him, 
and returned to the Collector of Excife, by whom one, as Examinant underftands, is 
retained, and the other tranfmitted to the Examinator of Excife. It is alfo his duty 
to fee that the Gaugers of his Survey make out their Stock Vouchers corredtly, to 
fign, and re-deliver them to the Gaugers to be returned to 'the Permit Voucher Of- 
fice. He is required alfo to examine the Monthly Permit Stamp Vouchers, and re- 
turn them to the Colledlor of the Diftrift. It is alfo the Surveyor’s duty to take up 
the Stock-books from the Gauger’s monthly, and after examination to return them to 
the Examiner of Gaugers Books. When notice is given of a wetting, it is the 
Gauger’s duty to attend as foon after the time fpecified in the notice as pofllble, ex- 
cept the notice be to wet on Sunday, in which cafe the Gauger is not expeded to at- 
tend till the following day, to gauge the Grain in the ciftern, and to attend daily 
during the entire procefs, until the Grain is on the kiln. He believes the Gaugers 
feldom attend until after the hour mentioned in the notice for wetting. In the couch, 
the Gauger is expeded to take one gauge, and a fecond if he finds the Grain in 
couch at atiy fubfequent vifit, and to gauge each wetting once on the floor, and 
from time to time, as he fees occafion, until the Grain is put upon the kiln. He 
thinks that the mold advantageous time for taking a floor-gauge for the purpofe of 
deteding fraud in that flage of the procefs, is within 72 hours after the Grain is out 
of couch, and that an ufeful check would be eftablilhed, by requiring the Officers in 
charge to take and enter in their books a fecond floor-gauge of every wetting. 

Fraudulent wettings, which are fometimes of part and fometimes of a whole deep, 
are concealed by a variety of artifices; thefe are mold commonly pradifed while the 
Gram is in ciftern, or on the floor. The frauds which take place on the floor are 
ufually efteded by adding or mixing the floors at a time when the allowance made 
upon the ga.uge is fuch as to admit of a confiderable increafe in bulk, without any 
rifk of increafing the charge. 

Maltfters are allowed by Law to. difcontinue work for part or for the remainder 
of any year, on giving che requifite notices; and till very lately, when printed notices 
were delivered out, it was ufual to ferve written notices of difcontinuance; thefe no- 
tices were not according to any prefcribed form, and frequently did not fpecify whe- 
ther the difcontinuance was intended to be for part or for the remainder of the year. 

The Officer generally judged of the Maltfter’s intention by the length of time that 
the notice was ferved previous to the day mentioned for difcontinuance; 14 days 
notice being required in cafe of difcontinuance. for the remainder of the year, and 
fix days in cafe of difcontinuance for a ffiorter period. No entry of the notices of 
difcontinuance is made by any Officer in the Stock-book, nor in the book of any of 
the Officers in charge. 

Examinant does not, either diredly or indirectly, receive any fee, gratuity, perquifite, 
or emolument, of any nature or kind whatfoever, except from 5 to 10 Guineas, for 
making out and certifying the regifter of each Malthoufe in ffis Survey. 

John Trench. 

Fred k Gealt , 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Stewart Hawthorne. 



No. 18. 

The Examination of ROBERT PIGOTT, Efq.; taken on Oath, 
the 2d day of September 1807. 

This Examinafit faith, 

That he is an Infpedor General of Excife, and that there are feven Tnfpedors 
General in the Kingdom, one of whom is called Infpedor General of Ireland. 

T he Infpedors General are now all ftationed in Dublin, but do not execute any 
duty unlefs fpecialiy directed by the Board. This regulation took place in the 
month of September 1806 ; previous to which period, they were in charge of dif- 
ferent Infpedions: That fome time in July 1805, Examinant was appointed to rake 

4 - charge 
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charge of the Malt Duty in the Diftriil of the City of Dublin, but having leave of 
abfcnce, did not afl therein until January 1806, from which time he continued 
atftivriy employed in the difcharge of his duty, until the alteration which he has al- 
ready mentioned to have taken place with refpefh to the Inlpedors General , that 
about fix weeks aso he was again put in charge of the UifpeSioi) of the Malt Duty 
in [he Diftria of the City of Dublin, to which Diftrid this appointment is peculiar, 
there being m Infpeftor General, permanently in charge of Malt, in any other part 
of the Kingdom. 

He is required occafionally to vifit the feveral Malthoufes and the Stores of 
Malt Faflors, and the Malt Stores of Brewers and fWtillers, within the Diftrift, 
and is generally employed daily in difcharge of this duty. When he vifics a Malt- 
houfe, he takes the neceliary gauges of the Cifterh, Couch, and Floors, and examines 
into the date of the grain thereon, and into the date of the Kiln, and frequently 
checks the dimenfions of the Ciderns and Couch-frames. 

Previous to Michaelmas 1806, Examinant confidered it as the duty of Infpeaors 
General in Dublin, before tile Madder received his annual Licence, to take the di- 
menSons of the Cidern, and other utenfils, belonging to eacli Malthoufe, and to fign 
a Certificate thereof, for which they ufually received a fee i but by an 'Order of the 
Board of Excife made about this period, this duty has been cHTcominued. 

Robert Pigott, 

J. S. Rockprl, -Infp' General of Excife. 

Fred k Geale, 

Robert Alexander, 

Cha 1 Stewart Hawthorne .. 



No. 19. 

The Examination of Mr. NICHOLAS FANNING; taken upon 
Oath, the 25th, 26th March, and 15th April, 1807. 

This Examinant faith, , ' . . 

That, he is an Infpeftor General of Excife ; he has been conftandy in the habit ot 
vifiting Malthoufes for the laft twenty-three years, in the courfe of which time he has 
. detefted various frauds on the Revenue in every ftage of the procefs of Malting. 
The frauds moft commonly committed in the firft ftage are, wetiing without notice, 
wetting twice under the fame notice, and filling the ciftern with dry Barley to fu'ch 
extent that the whole cannot remain covered with water ; fometimes by having falfe 
bottoms in the ciftern to render the apparent lefs than the aftuai content, and 
fometimes by the ufe of fhifung frames, for the purpofe of adding to the altitude of 
the ciftern. . ... , 

The fraud ufually praftifed in the fecond ftage is while the Grain is in procefs or 
couching, by preffing ir down lb as 10 make the frame contain a greater quantity 
than one ftceping of the ciftern ; and on the floor, by adding and mixing Corn which 
has been wetted privately, and forwarding the procefs by watering the Grain on the 
floor He thinks the frauds committed by adding, ufually take place fnortly after 
the Grain is but of couch, and that the deteftion of any undue increafe cannot then 
be made except by gauge; that the firft gauge of the floor ought 1 therefore to be 
taken at fome time within 1 20 hours after the Grain is out of couch, and that a fecond 
floor-gauge ought always to be taken between that time and’ the’ completion of the 
procefs of flooring. _ 

Examinant is of opinion that floors are feldom mixed, unlefs to avoid the detec- 
tion of private wettings at the unfufpefted vifits of Infpefting Officers, in which cafe 
the two oldeft floors are mixed, and pafs as one; but an allowance of one-half is 
made up 011 the gauge taken in the later ftages of the flooring: the charge, therefore, 
can feldom be "drawn from, fuch gauges, though there may^ be good reaton to be 
fatisfied that fraud has been committed. The conftant examination of the kiln, if 
diligently made, would however, in moft cafes, enable the Officer- to difeover, from 
the'appearance of the Corn, if any fraudulent wetting had 'been introduced. The 
private Malt made, by Maltfters is generally removed under -cover of Permits 
fraudulently obtained ; Brewers or Diftillers can obtain Permits to the extent that 
their ftock is decrcafed by the confumption of their kieves; and difpofe of rhefe 
Permits to cover the removal of Malt fraudulently made by others. It is the-duty 
of Gaugers in charge of Malthoufes, to vifit them once a day, and to check and 
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iake account of the Grain in. every part of the procefs, beginning with the cittern, of 
which they are to take the firft dip at foon as poffifale after the time mentioned in the 
.notice tor wetting; and to continue the dips at each fuctredfeg vifit until die Grain 
is in couch; they ate required «Ho to take two couch-gauges when their vifits 
.admit of it, and rr-equently to gauge tli.e Corn while it remains' on the floor, and to 
.note the ftate of the kiln at each vifit, and alfo the gauge of the dry ftock of 
.Malt at leaft once -in each month ; and to make entries in the Specimen-paper and 
.Stock-book accordingly. It is their bufinefs, as alfo that of the Surveyors fre- 
quently to check the dimenfions Q f the cifterns, couches, and floors ’ The 
Surveyors are required to pay frequent vifits to the Malthoufes in their Survey, and 
-to - check, and enter in the Specimen-papers and Stock-books, the ftate of each. 
The duty of the lnfpeftors General is to make occafional infpe&ions ; to enter their 
■vifits in the fame manner as the Gaugers and Surveyors; and to fee that the inferior 
Officers execute their duty corredly. The Specimen-papers and Stock-books have 
■of late -been returned monthly to the Examiner of Surveyors and Gaugers Books 
hy the Surveyor of the walk, whofc duty it is to compare them, and fee that the 
entries are correctly tranferibed. 

Th-is Examinant, upon infpeding the feveral Malt Stock-books of the Diftrid of 
the City of Dublin, for the quarter ending the 25th March 1806, is of opinion 
from the uniformity of the entries of the dips of leveral wettings appearin'* on face 
ofthofe books, that many of them are entries of dips not correctly taken ; °and that 
•altnough a fecond couch-gauge cannot in all cafes be had, it appears by the books, 
that they have not been taken as frequently as they ought to have been. He does 
Jiot perceive in the books any inftance of floor-gauges having been taken within 
120 hours. They appear ufually to have been taken at the end of 8 or 10 days 
which, in his opinion, would be the propereft time for taking a fecond inftead of a 
ftrft floor-gauge. 

He is of opinion, that the operation of the Ads of 4.5th Geo. III. c. 55. and of the 
46th Geo. III. c. 57. has been to deteriorate the quality of Malt; this he attributes 
■to the reduction of flooring that has taken place iince the charge of Duty was in- 
■creafed from 24 to 64 barrels for every too fquare feet of floor; in confequence of 
which, the Maltfters, in order to leffen the charge, have been induced to work with 
•a thicker floor, The fees received by Infpefcors General from Maltfters before acth 
September 1806, were, five Guineas for certifying the annual regiftry of each Malt- 
■houfe ! and this Examinant faith, that he did not receive from Maltfters any other 
fee, gratuity, perquiflte, or emolument whatfoever. 

This Examinant faith, that a Permit Office formerly exifted in Dublin, for the 
purpofe of granting Permits for the removal of Malt in the Diftrift of Dublin; that 
about two years and an half ago, the Office was confined to the granting Permits to 
Malt Fadors only, Permits to Maltfters being granted by the Gaugers in charge of 
Malthoules; that within a year and an half laft paft, this Office was aboliffied, as 
it was not conceived to be efficient. 



J. S. Rochfort, 
Fred k Geale , 
Cbas Saxton. 



■ Nicb ‘ Fanning. 



No, 20/ 

The Examination of Mr. ROBERT MACDQNNELj taken 
upon Oath, the 19th, 20th, and 25th days of March 1807. 

This Examinant faith, 

That he is a Surveyor of Excife, and is at prefent acting Infpe&or General of Malt 
m the Diftrift of the City and County of Dublin. It is his duty to make check vifits, 
to fee that the Officers do their duty, and in cafe of fraud or negleft, to report the 
fame fpecially to the Board. At each vifit he examines the oiftern and couch-frame, 
and takes gauges of the different wettings then in procefs; marks the ftate of the 
kiln, and gauges the ftock of dry Malt when he thinks it neceflary, and enters the 
particulars of his vifit in the Specimen-paper. It is the duty of the Gauger to vifit 
the Malthoufes in his charge once every day, and to take gauges of the cif- 
tern, couchTrame, and floors, and to examine the ftate of the kiln, and to gauge 
L monthly 
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•monthly the ftock of dry Malt, and to enter the ftate of the Houfe at each vifit in a 
Specimen-paper which is kept in the Malthoufe. 

The Maltfter is required to give a written notice when he means to wet any Corn ;, 
•this notice ought to be given to the Officer, or left at his houfe 24 hours before the 
time of wetting in places where an Officer refides, and in all other places 48 hours. 
The date of the notice, and the time of the wetting, ffiould be alfo entered by the 
Maltfter in the Specimen-paper. In the Diftridt of Dublin, the Gaugers daily make 
entry of all notices received by them, in a book kept in the Gaugers Entry Office 
at the Cuftom Houfe, for the purpofe of giving information to the Infpedlors and 
Surveyors of the refpedlive times of wetting, but it has been this Examinant’s prac- 
tice to require the notices to be daily lodged with him by the Officers. It is the Gauger’s 
•duty to attend as foon after the time of wetting as poffible, and to dip the ciftern, 
and to continue his dips till the Corn is out of the ciftern, and to examine whether 
the Grain has been wetted according to notice. He is expedted alfo to take one 
.gauge of each wetting on the couch, and to examine it in the fame manner as that 
in the ciftern, and one gauge of each wetting while on the floor ; and at every vifit 
to examine.the feveral floors, and to compare the growth of each, in order to difcover 
if any mixture of different wettings has taken place. The Specimen-papers fhould 
contain the dimenfions of the ciftern and couch-frame, and the quantity of Malt re- 
maining over from the preceding month, and entries of the ftate or dip of the ciftern 
at each vifit, as likewife the couch and floor-gauges of each wetting as raken by 
the Officer. The fpecimen paper fhould alfo contain an account of the quantities 
-of Malt brought to charge, and of the quantities from time to time permitted out 
during the month. Thefe Specimen-papers are returned quarterly to the Examiner 
of Surveyors and Gaugers books ; a tranfeript of the feveral entries in the Specimen- 
paper is made into a Stock-book, which is in the cuftody of the Gauger, and fhould 
contain befides thefe entries, the amount of the beft cifiern and of the beft couch- 
gauge ; the former ufually gives the beft gauge, juft before the Corn is caft from 
the ciftern, and the latter at the time when it is permitted to be thrown out on. the 
floors ; the beft of thefe two gauges is entered in a column of the Stock-book 
appropriated to that purpofe. The amount of rhe floor gauge, as the vege- 
tation proceeds, is conftantly varying; and (where more than one is taken) 
-fhould not be entered until the Grain is put upon the kiln ; and of the gauges taken 
in thefe three ftages of the ptocefs, that which gives the greateft amount fhould make 
the charge againft the Maltfter. In keeping an account of the Maltfter’s ftock, if 
he finds any increafe beyond the credit, he is to charge the fame, and if he finds it to be 
•'lefs than the-credit, to decreafe it accordingly. At the dole of the month, the quantity 
.permitted out is deducted from the Maltfter’s .credit. When the charge for the 
month is drawn out, it is entered in a voucher, which fhould be afterwards examined 
•by the Surveyor of the Walk. It is the Gauger’s duty alfo, at the end of the month, 
to make up a Permit Voucher, which fhould contain an account of the Permits granted 
•during the month, the monthly increafes, and the ftock on hand. — The Gauger, in 
the execution of this duty, is checked by a Surveyor, who is required to make frequent 
check vifits, to enter the particulars of each on the Specimen- paper, and examine the 
depending procefies in the fame manner as the Gauger. It is likewife the Surveyor’s 
•duty to examine the Stock-books, .previous to their being returned to the Examiner 
of Surveyors and Gaugers books, which is done monthly in Dublin, and quarterly 
from the other Diftricts, and to fee that tranferipts from the old books are correctly 
entered in the new ; it is likewife his duty to examine and fign both the Permit and 
Excifc Duty vouchers ; he is required alfo to keep a diary, which fhould contain 
an account of the duty daily performed by him, a report of the conduct of the Officers 
•under him, and of any other occurrences worthy of remark. This Examinant be- 
lieves, that the notices g.ven by the Maltfters generally contain an account fhort of 
the quantity put into the fteep at each wetting ; but the Officer never charges lefs 
than the full content of .the ciftern. In the Country, where the Officer’s duty is lefs 
.-ftridtly .performed, he has detected inftances of wetting without notice, and believes 
the praftice to hav e been frequent. Examinant is of opinion, that confiderable fraud 
is committed in the firft ftage of the procefs, by wetting the Corn feveral hours before 
-the time mentioned in the notice, and ufing warm water ; by this means, the Mak- 
>fter is enabled to take two wettings out of the ciftern within 72 hours fche utmoft time 
for which Corn is allowed to remain in fteep), and, by drying off his floors rapidly at 
particular peiiods, contrives to make room for fraudulent deeping. Frauds are com- 
mitted fometimes by mixing, and fometimes adding to the floors; the adding, he con- 
ceives, takes place much more frequently than the mixing ; but he thinks that neither 
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of thcfe fia “ ds “uld efcape detection if the Officer was careful at his daily vifits to 
■examine and cake the gauge of the Boors-; he is of opinion, that one gauge of the 
■couch, and two floor-gauges, faithfully taken, would be fufficient ; he thinks thefe 
gauges would be moll effieflual if taken, the former in two, and the laft taken 
unfeven or. eight days after the Corn has been removed from the couch. He 
trunks the bulk of Corn in the ciftern is generally ihcreafed by fteeping about 
-one-fixtn. If the Corn be good, the couch-gauge will exceed the ciftern-gauge; 
but he has never known the couch-gauge of bad Corn to equal the ciftern-gauge. 
* he Gauger ulually grants Permits for the removal of Malt. Private Ma!r, Exami- 
nant conceives, is generally conveyed away by fending out two turns under one 
Permit. He thinks that various other frauds may be praCtifed with refpeCt to Per- 
mits, but none of them have come to his knowledge. Where Brewers are the 
Malcfters, the .private Malt is much more eafily removed, as they can take it from 
the Malthoufe to their kieve without being required to fhew Permits for the re- 
moval, and may then with fafety dilpofe of their fmuggled Malt. 

This Examinant faith, that his falary was £.65. per year, in addition to which cer- 
ttam ices, of the amount of from two to five Guineas from each Makfter, and not 
■exceeding in the whole £.136. fa. year, were 1 paid to him, for the meafurement of the 
•different Malfhoufes in his Purvey, 1 up to the month of June 1805. And this 
Examinant faith, that he does not receive any other .fee, gratuity, perquifite, or 
•emolument. 

„ Rob 1 Mac Donnell. 

J. S. Rochfort, 

Fred “ Geale , 

Robert Alexander , 

Cba s Saxton. 



No. 21. 

The Examination of THOMAS. KNOX MAGEE, Efq. j taken 
upon Oath, the pth and 10th days of June, itfoy. 

This Examinant fairh, 

T hat he is an InfpeClor General of Excife, and he has been frequently employed 
on mlpeCtions of the Malt duty. If a correct dip. of the ciftern be taken im- 
mediately^after the Corn is wetted, it mull either appear that room has been left for 
a fweft or nearly one-fifth, or it will be found that the laft dip frequently exceeds 
the altitude of the ciftern. The couch-gauge, if correCtly taken, would generally 
exceed the ciftern-gauge, and the floor-gauges, taken after five days out of couch, 
would exceed both the ciftern and couch-gauges by one-half at leaft ; for inftance, 
100 bufhels thrown out of ciftern or couch, would, after five days (or when it came 
to the full growth) amount to 150 grofs bufhels at the leaft. On the infpeCtion of 
feveral Malt Stock-books, of the DiftriCts of Cork and Dublin, now {hewn to him, 
this Examinant obferves, that the entries made therein feldom fhew proportions 
correfpondent to the above ; and thinks the entries of the couch and floor-gauges 
to be in general fictitious, and thofe of the ciftern to be fo in many inftances. He 
believes this to be the practice of the Officers in moft of the other DiftriCts,. but has 
never heard that the circumfta nee was made the fubjeCt of a report. He obferves 
alio many errors in the calculation of the charges entered in the Cork books. He 
thinks it was the duty of the Surveyor to have examined thefe books, and to have 
reported the circumftances of their inccrreCtnefs, in both refpeCts, to the Board. He 
conceives it to be the duty of an InfpeCtor General, when on duty in any Officer’s 
-walk, to examine the books, and to report to the Board any incorreCtn.efs in .the 
entries, any negleCt of duty, or any fraudulent practices that appear. He thinks 
that 14 days on the floor, from the time at which the Grain is thrown out of couch, 
would be fufficient to complete the procels to the kiln. 

Since he was appointed an InfpeCtor, he has never, either direCtly or indirectly, 
received any fee-, gratuity, perquifite, or emolument, ofany nature or kind whatfoever, 
from grofs Uiftillers or Maltfters. 

Fho' Knox Magee . 

J. S. Rochfort , 

Fred k Geale, 

Charles Saxton , 

Cha - Stewart Ha-zvthome. 

4. 
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.'No. 2 2. 

The Examination of ANDREW GRAHAM, Efquire ; taken 
on Oath, the 2.7th and 29th of May 1807. 

This Examinant faith. 

That he has been for near 20 years an InfpeCtor of Excife, and ftationed at Sligo; 
that in the beginning of May laft he was called up to Dublin, to attend the Orders 
■of the Board of Excife, but has not fince been employed. In the year 1793, he 
was prohibited by an Order from the Board from going on duty without fpecial di- 
rections. Previous to that Order, he was in the habit of making vifits to any part 
of the kingdom, where he thought an InfpeCtion requisite; fince the date of that 
Order, his duty has been confined to the DiftriCt of Sligo, where he has been in 
the habit of making occafional vifits without any fpecial Order. 1 he allowance for 
travelling charges was formerly 16 s. 3d. a-day, but he has heard that it is now 
increafed to one Guinea. Since the year 1793, he has never received any allow- 
ance for travelling charges, except when he was fent out by fpecial Order of the 
Board, The occafional InfpeCtions he has made in the DiftriCt 'of Sligo, have 
-enabled him to judge of the conduit of the Officers employed, there. . He is of 
opinion, that 3~4ths of the entries of dips in the Malt Stock-books of that Dif- 
tri'Ct were fictitious, and that the Officers making out the charge for each wetting 
afcertained it from the Ciftern content. He did not feel himfelf called upon to 
report upon the hate of any Officers-books, unlefs where he was ordered to enquire 
■into the conduit of any particular Officer ; conceiving that the courfe of his duty 
required him only to enter the ftate of the houfe as found at his vifits. He has 
been principally employed in the fuppreffion of uniicenfed Malting, and uniicenfed 
Diftillation. 

He thinks that it would aid in the fuppreffion of uniicenfed Malting, if a penalty 
were to attach upon the parilh in which uniicenfed Malt is found in procefs, in 
the fame manner as a penalty now attaches where an uniicenfed Still is found ; in 
which cafe he thinks it. would be advifable to reduce the penalty on the finding of 
uniicenfed Stills, but to extend it alfo to veffels containing Waffi, Pot-Ale, or 
'Singlings, and to let the whole penalty be given to the Officers. 

He is of opinion that the effeCt of thefe regulations would be promoted by 
facilitating the. recover)', and accelerating the payment of the penalties. In the 
‘County of Sligo, where the Grand Jury Prefentments are made but once a- year, 
■and where directions have been given that the penalties recovered for uniicenfed 
Diftillation fhould not be levied till all the other applotments have been collected, 
it frequently happens, that the penalty is not paid to the Officers for upwards of a 
•year after the recovery. He has no knowledge of the fees received by the Officers in 
his DiftriCt, but underftands that it has been the practice of Makfters to allow the 
Officer, in cafe of private wettings, the half of the Duty evaded. 

■ He has never himfelf, -finc-e he. was appointed an InfpeCtor, direCtly or indireCtly, 
■received from a Trader any fee or emolument of any nature or kind whatfoever. 

This Examinant faith, .that there is an Eftabliffiment of Preventive Officers with 
parties, which are paid by the Revenue. He thinks they are attended with o-reat 
•expence, and are productive of but little advantage, as in his DiftriCt he thinks 
-uniicenfed Diftillation is gaining ground. 

And™ Graham. 

J. S. Rochfort , 

Fred k Geale , 

Robert Alexander , 



Charles Saxton. 




No. 23. 



The Examination of Mr. RICHARD STAR; taken on Oath, 
the nth and 1 2th of May 1807. 

This Examinant faith. 

That he is a Surveyor of Excife, and at prefent in charge of Audeon’s Survey, 
in the City of Dublin DiftriCt. For a part of the laft year, he was in charge of the 

firft 
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firft Malt Survey in the Diftrift of the City of Dublin, comprehending St. Sepulchres, 
Coombe, Stephens Green firft and fecond walks. His duty was, to viflt daily the 
feveral Malthoufcs in his furvey; to take an account of the depending pro- 
ceffes, and of the flock, and to fee that the duty of the inferior Officers was 
correctly done. 

He believes that in many inftances the Corn is wetted feveral hours before the 
time fpeeified in the notices, but has not tried the Grain either by tailing or feeling, 
in order to alcertain the fadt. The ufual hour of his vifits were between eleven and 
three ; he may have occaiionally, but feldom, gone as early as nine ; but does not 
believe he ever went before nine, after three, or at night. He has never detefted a 
private wetting. He has feen gauges of Corn in lleep entered in the Stock-books 
as nearly of the full altitude of the ciftern, though declared to be in only about an 
hour j at the fame time the preemption is, that to allow for the neceffary fwel), it 
fhould not have contained above 4-5 ths of the grofs content. He has looked 
over Gaugers Stock-books, and he believes the entries to be in many inftances 
fictitious. 

He begs to add, that he was but a Ihort time employed in that branch of the 
Excife. 

He has always found the couch-frame confiderably to exceed the content of the cif- 
tern : he never made any report of this circumftance, becaufe he received the dimen- 
fions from his predeceffor in the furvey ; and the Stock-book in which, they were entered, 
was conftantly open to the infpedlion of his fupcrior Officers. The charge when 
made from the couch-frame, which feldom happened, very little exceeded the 
ciftern content. The floor-gauge was feldom, if ever, taken by the Officer, till after 
iao hours from the time the Grain was thrown from the couch. He does not re- 
coiled!: to have ever taken a floor-gauge himfclf at any of his vifits. He knew of 
one concern in Dublin, wherein there were three cifterns, two only of which were 
licenfed, but he believes that the third was not ufed. He never made any repre- 
fcntation of that circumftance to the Board. He received from each Malcfter in his 
furvey from five to ten Guineas, according to the extent of their Concerns, for cer- 
tifying the dimenfions of the houfe on making out the regifter. He has not 
received from Maltfters any other fee, perquifire, or emolument of any nature or 
kind whatfoever. 

He fays, that when he was in charge of a Diftillery he was offered 20 Guineas per 
month by the Diftiller, and in order to induce him to accept of it, was told that his 
predeceffors had done fo before him. 

He did his duty in refpedl to this Diftillery in the fame manner as his predeceffors, 
and he did not with to be more particular in the execution of it. He never recol- 
lrdts to have heard any Gauger, Surveyor, or Infpector General, mention the amount 
of their fc.es. 

Rich d Starr. 

J. S. Rochfort , 

Fred' 1 Geale , 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton. 



No. 24. 

The Examination of Mr. JOSEPH CARTER, Gauger; 
taken on Oath, the 24th, 27th, 29th, and 30th of April 
1807. 

This Examinant faith, 

- That he has been in the fervice of the Revenue about two years, for one year and 
a half of which he has been in charge of a Malt walk in the Diftritt of the City of 
Dublin; the Gauger when put in charge, receives from the Surveyor a Malt Stock- 
book, in which an account is opened for each Brewer, Diftiller, Factor, and Malt- 
fter in his walk. In this book he tranfcribes from the book of the preceding month 
the dimenfions in length, breadth, and depth, of the cifterns and couch-frames of 
all Malthoufes in his charge. In the Malthoufe of which he is now in charge, ;he 
couch-frame is of greater content than the ciftern by 15 1 bulhels. 

The Maltfter is required to give notice of each wetting, and the Gauger is or- 
dered to attend within two or three hours after the time mentioned in the notice for 
4. M wetring. 
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wetting. The Makfter may wet at any hour between nine in the morning and four 
In the afternoon. When thefe notices are given to wet at any time previous to his. 
daily vifits, he gets a dip upon the ciftern on the day of wetting; if for any hour 
fubfequent to his vifics,. he has no dip on the cittern till the next day. His vifics. 
are ufually made between io and 11 o'clock in the forenoon, for the purpofe of 
enabling him to make entries in the Cuftom-houfe of the depending notices to wer,. 
and to leave them at the Office of the infpeCtor General, and to meet the Surveyor 
and InfpcCtor at the Cuftom-houfe before one o’clock, after having made his daily? 
vifits at the M alt h pules. His vifits are however fornetimes made in the afternoon*, 
but very feldom later than three o'clock. At his daily vifits he takes an account 
of the ftaee of the houfe, which he enters in the Stock-book, and alfo in the Speci- 
men-paper. He ufually takes three kparate gauges of the Corn in ciftern, one in: 
the couch and one on the floor. He always charges the full: content of the ciftern, 
tinlefs it is exceeded by the quantity found by gauge. For taking the gauge in couch, 
no particular time within thirty hours has been preferibed to him ; he has been ac- 
euftomed to take it at uncertain periods. 

At the dole of the month he draws out in his Stock-book the quantity of Malt 
with which the Makfter is chargeable for each wetting; this he afeertains by his en- 
tries of the ciliern, couch, or floor-gauges, and whichever he finds to give the 
higheft charge he enters in the column titled beji •, the feveral charges of this column, 
are then brought to a total, and the amount of the duty calculated, and entered ac- 
cordingly. The month’s charge is afterwards entered in a printed form, called the 
Excife Voucher, of which duplicates are made out and figned by the Gauger, and 
having been examined, and figned by the Surveyor, are returned to the Collector, 
who retains one and delivers the other to the Examiner of Excife Vouchers. When 
an error has been committed in the Gauger’s charge, if it be difeovered previous to 
the return of the Stock-book to the Examiner of Surveyors and Gaugers books,, 
whether in he for or againft the Makfter, the Gauger corrects it in the current, month’s 
charge, provided that the Monthly Excife-voueher has not been returned to the 
Colk-Ctor; and if it has, then he corrects it in the fucceeding month’s charge. If the 
Stock-book has been returned to the Examiner, any error committed can only be 
corrected through his Office. Befides this Charge-voucher, the Gauger returns a 
Monthly Stamp Permit-voucher to the Collector. The Permit-voucher contains 
the number of Permits and Certificates granced, and the amount of Stamp Duty 
thereon, which is received by the Gauger from the Dealer, and paid to the Collector. 

The Stock-voucher contains the month’s charge againft the Makfter, the old ftock 
on hands at the commencement of that month, and in the cafe of Factors, Brewers, 
and Dillillers, the quantity received by Permit during the month ; from the total of 
.thefe the quantity permitted out during the month is deducted, and the balance en- 
tered as the ftock remaining on hands at the cl'ofe of the month ; this voucher, after 
being examined by the Surveyor, is returned to the Examiner of Permit-vouchers. 

Permits for the removal of Malt from FaCtors ltores and Malthoufes are granted 
by the Gauger, for which purpofe he receives from the Surveyor Permic and Certi- 
ficate books; each of thefe books contains an original and duplicate; the originals 
are taken out as they are required by the Trader, the Officer ’retains the duplicate?.. 
The Permits and the Duplicates are printed forms, with blanks to be filled up by the 
name of the Dealer, the quantity to be removed, whither, and to whom. Before the 
Permit is cut out, the Duplicate is filled up with the fame particulars. When a 
Permit for Malt received is handed to this Examinant, he enters the particulars in a 
Certificate, which he gives to the Dealer ; and having filled up its Duplicate in his 
book, attaches the Permit thereto. When an application is made by the Dealer for 
the removal of any Malt, for which a Certificate had been obtained, Examinant 
enters on the Certificate the quantity re-permitted, until that credit is exhaufted, 
when the Certificate is returned to Examinant, who' files the fame. To Maltfters, 
Permits can be granted only for fuch quantity as has paid duty, which is afcertai'ned 
by the production of the Collector’s receipts to him. 

The Gauger makes up a weekly voucher of all Permits and Certificates granted 
and received during the week, which is examined and compared' with the books, and 
then figned by the Surveyor and returned by the Gauger to the Examiner of Permit- 
vouchers ; at the end of each month the Permit and Certificate- books are given up 
to the Surveyor. The Gauger receives upon the regiftry of a Makhoufe, a fee 
of from three to five Guineas, but he underftands five Guineas to be the moft ufual 
fee. At the time of regiftering Malthoufes, the Gauger affifts the Surveyor in taking 
the dimenfions, &c. and for his trouble receives this fee. From Factors, Brewers* 

and 
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and Diftillers, he receives, for the trouble of granting Permits and Certificates, and 
for advancing the Stamp Permit duty, in fome inftances, to the amount of one 
Guinea and an half monthly; in others not more than a few Shillings, and frequently 
has not received any thing. Examinant does not either diredlly or indiredfly receive 
any other fee or gratuity than the above of any nature or kind whatfoever. 



J. S. Roch forty 
Fred k Geale , 
Rob' Alexander , 
Charles Saxton. 



Jo 1 Carter. 



No. : 



The Examination of Mr. EDWARD WILSON ; taken upon 
Oath, the 25th and 27th of May 1807. 

This Examinant faith. 

That he is a Surveyor of Excife, refident at Sligo. That the Sligo Diftrift is 
divided into the Surveys of Garrick on Shannon and of Sligo. The latter, of which 
he is in charge, reaches from near Balftna to within a fhort didance of Ballifhannon, 
an extent of between 40 and and 50 miles, and comprehends fix walks. In his furvey 
aie one Diftillery and ten Malthoufes, four of which have not worked in the prefen c 
year. When not on out-dutv, he vifits in the Town of Sligo cvvo or three times a 
week, and in the Country parts of his furvey ufually twice a month, when Malthoufes 
are at work, and where they are blent, commonly but once. The Gaugers, in his 
furvey, are required to vifit the Malthoufes fituated in the place of their refidence, 
when at work, daily ; when not at work, lefs frequently. The Malthoufes not 
vituin their refidence, they are required to vifit at leaft twice a week, except they 
are blent, and then only three times a month. 

He inquires the Gaugers in his furvey fo to manage their vifits.. as to have one 
gauge of each wetting in the cittern, and by way of check, one alfo in the couch, 
and one upon the floor . He thinks the' floor-gauge ought to be taken within 24 hours 
after the Grain is out of couch. He thinks the Gaugers mob; generally draw the 
charge from the ciftern content, but when he h.as taken the g.auges himfelf, he has 
ufually found the couch-gauge to be the higheft. At his vibes, he finds the gauges 
of different wettings, taken as well from the couch as from the ciftern, to vary con- 
bderably, and fhoulcl it appear by the books, that -the dips of feyeral wettings were 
uniformly ihe fame, he cpuld have no doubt but the entries were fictitious, and that 
the Officers had not done their duty. He, has made feyeral detedions of unlicenfed 
Malting, but has never discovered any eifterns ufed for that purpof'e, and believes the 
Corn is ufually wetted in barrels and lacks funk in bogs, or drains. The kilns ufed 
for the purpofe of drying are yafuaily fmall hucs, and the fubftitute for the kiln floor, 
hair or other cloths extended upon flicks. He underftands that Malt fp made is 
generally difpofed of to unlicenfed Diftillers. 

He has, in the different cabins of one village, detected nine or ten barrels of Malt, 
and was feldom out on fearcb, in any part of his furvey, without detecting unlicenfed 
Malt. He is of opinion, from his own experience and what he has heard, that private 
Malting is carried on to a great extent jn the Diftrid of Sligo. Since he has been put 
in charge of Maltfters, he has certified two regifters, for one of which he received from 
the Maltfter three Guineas, and for the other f.x. 8. 3. He .does not receive any fee 
but upon the regifter of a Malthoufe, nor does he know what fees the Gaugers of his 
furvey received from Maltfters. 

Edw d JVilfon. 

J. S. Rochfort, 

Fred* .Geale > 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton. 
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No. 26.. 

The Examination of WILLIAM NORTON, Efq.; taken 
on Oath, 14th of September 1807. 

This Examinant faith, 

That he is Pro Colle&or of Excife for the Diftridt of the City of Dublin ; that it is 
his duty to receive payment of the duty charged in the monthly Excife vouchers re- 
turned to his Office. That as the regifters of Malthoufes in the Diftridt of the City of 
Dublin are not filed in his Office, but in the Office of the County Diftridt, his Office 
affords no means of afcerraining how far the monthly charge on any Maltfter in his 
Diftridl correfponds with the regiftered dimenfions of his Malthoufe ; that whenever 
a dilcontinuance to work is intended, or any change in the regiftered places of a Malt- 
houfe is to be made, notice ihould be ferved on his Office, but that during the year 
1806, he believes no notices, either of reducing the floors, or of difeontinuing to work, 
were ferved on his Office ; that in. the prefent year, feveral notices of difcontinuance 
have been ferved on the Colledlor's Office, where an entry is made of all notices re- 
ceived, but that no comparifon is made of the charge of duty returned by the Officer, 
a<nd the duty with which any Maltfter appears to be chargeable in refpedt to his work- 
ing floors ; that with regard to the fums charged in the Excife vouchers, he conceives 
the due colledtion thereof to conftitute the foie duty of the Colledlor’s Office, fo far as 
relates to the Male bufinefs. 

W m Norton. 

J. S. Rochfort, 

Fred k Geale, 

Robert Alexander , 

Cha s Stewart Hawthorne. 



No. 27. 

The Examination of Mr. WILLIAM KNIPE ; taken on 
Oath, the 13th and 14th of May 1807. 

This Examinant faith. 

That he is Examiner of Surveyors and Gaugers books; that he does not receive 
any duplicate of the Monthly Excife Voucher, which forms the charge againft the 
Maltfter. The whole duty of his Office is to examine the Stock-books, to fee that 
the charges are corredtly drawn out in them ; no returns of the Monthly Excife 
Vouchers are ever made to him, nor is there any document in his Office to fhew the 
correfpondence of the Vouchers and Stock- books. 

The notices of difcontinuance ferved by Maltfters are never entered in the Officers 
Stock-books, but he believes the Commiffioners fend all fuch notices as they re- 
ceive, to this Examinant, who enters them in a book kept in his Office. He 
thinks it would be attended with advantage, if the Officers were obliged to enter 
notices of difcontinuance in their Stock-books. Since the Order of the Board, 
about four months ago, acquainting Officers that they would be removed if fur- 
charges were made from the Examiner’s Office, the books have been more re- 
gularly kept. 

He obferves very frequently in the Stock-books a change in the entries of the 
dimenfions of the floors and cifterns, but he has no regular information of the autho- 
rity upon which fuch changes are made. 

Examinant is of opinion, that the higheft charge would in general be drawn from 
the couch gauge, if the Officer took a corredt dip of it, efpeci&lly in mild weather. 
He is of opinion, from the infpedtion of the Stock-books, that the entries of the 
couch-gauges are fidtitious, and made to correfpond with the ciftern-gauge ; and 
that as the Officers always charge at leaft the full content of the ciftern, he believes 
that the dips as entered are feldom taken when the ciftern is not full; but as it is 
matter of opinion only he has never made any reprefentation to that effedl to the 
Board. 

In 
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J.S.Rochfm, W m Knife, 

FreFGeale, ... " ■; Examm' 

Robert Alexander , 

Cha s Saxton. 



No. 28. 

The Examination of Mr. WILLIAM KNIFE, Examiner 
of Surveyors and Gaugers Books; taken on Oath the 
29th day of June and id of July I'Soy. 

This Examinant faith, 

That whenever he finds the floor-gauge at the end of five days not exceeding the 
oftern-gattge he. confident that the floor-gauge has not been correffiy taken, and 
f n J c °, rK ^ 1 y akm * votM not.be efficient, even as a check-gauge. Whenever 
he finds that there is -caufe of furcharge in the Gauger's books, ' he marks it, and 
reports the eiror to the -Board, who thereupon orders a notice to be ferved on the 
Trader, calling upon him to fhew caufe, within one month, why the furcharge 
fhould not be confirmed. In cafes where, upon infpedion of the books, he fees 
realon to furcharge, becaufe the Corn appears'to have been on floor longer than the 
time allowed by Law, he does not report the circumftance to the Board, becaufe he 
has feldom met with any Officer who could fubftanriate the furcharge, bv fwearino- 
pofitively that the Corn had been on floor longer than the time allowed by taw. fe 
is inclined to think, that he never was -able to fupport a furcharge on that account 
When fin charges are in other cafes made, the courfe of the Office requires him to 
report it to the _ Board, who thereupon iffiie a motice to' the iMaltfter, requiring 
hlrn to fhew capfe . within one month, why the furcharge voucher ffiould not be 
made out agamft him, if caufe is ffiewn, which mull be by affidavit, either before 
Comnuffioners for taking Revenue Affidavits (who are generally -CoIIefiors, Clerks 
°L,°*“' S °f Excife. or Cuftoms) or before, the Colledtor qf the Ditlrift the 
■affidavit is generally referred to him; he reports his opinion therein to the Board, 
th 7 thmk proper, order a furcharge voucher to-be made out, which the 
.board tranfrmts to the. Collector. 

T he books of the fame Diftrift are not always fubmkted to the fame Examiner 
he books of each Diffndl always undergo a fceend examinations which is generally, 
but not always, .made. by the fame perfon. ^ 

b lTf C 5 to keep the books for three years, but there ' are at prefent the 
books of five ordix years in -his Office. - t 

y. S.Rccbfon, - W iU. Knife, Ex’ 

Fred'' Geale , 

Robert Alexander. 



No. 29. 

Excife Office, 

My Lord, and Gentlemen, May 9 th rSby. 

I have received different orders from you, defiring me to fend you. for the ufe of 
tne Lommiffioners of E-nquiry, the notices of difcontinuance ferved by Makfters in 
ie alt and prefent years ; 1 fend you all fuch notices as have been ferved on this 
dice the p^fent year, but none were ferved on it in the year 1806, except one from 
Oeorge Hughes, which I fend herewith. 

I have the honour to be, 

The Chief Commit!, oners of Excife. * 

(Copy.) 

4- N 
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No. 30, 

An ACCOUNT of the Number of Notices of Difcontinuance to Work T 
ferved on the Commifiioners of Excife by the Maltfters of the different 
Diftridcs in Ireland, for the Year ended the 29th September 1806: — 
Diftinguiffiing thofe to difcontinue for a Time, and thofe to difcontinue 
for the Remainder of the Year. 



DISTRICTS. 


N° of 
Notices 
to 

difcontinue 

for 

a time. 


N° of 
Notices 
to 

difcontinue 

for 

the year. 


DISTRICTS. 


N° cf 
Notices 
to 

difcontinue 

for 

a time. 


N° of 
Notices 
to 

difcontinue 
for .. 

the year. 


t 

Dublin Ex c fe 


None. 


— 


Foxford 


- - 


$ 


Dublin County 


- 


— 


Londonderry 


- ' - 


— 


Armagh - - 


- 


IO 


Lough rea - 


- i 


— 


Baltimore 


- 


2 


Mallow 




5 


Cavan - - 


- :i - 


6 


Mary boro - 


- 


is 


Clonmell 


- 


1 I 


Naas - - 




13 


Coleraine 


- 


— 


Newry - - 


“ 




Cork Excife 


- 


13 


Rofs - - 


- 


I 


Donoghadee - 


- 


4 


Sligo - - 


- 


7 


Drogheda 


- 


2 


Strabane 


- 


— 


Dundalk 


- 


— 


Strangford - 


- 


2 


Galway - - 


- - 


2 


Tralee - - 


- 


— 


Kilkenny 


- 


4 


Trim - - 


- 


9 


Killybegs 


- 


— 


W aterford - 


_• 


— 


Kinfale - - 


. 


' 3 


Wexford 


- 


17 


Larne - - 


- 


3 


Wicklow - 


- 


7 


Letterkemiy - 


- 


1 


Y oughall - 


- 


1 


Limerick 


- - 


6 


Athlone 




— 


Lifburn - - 


- - 


3 






— 



George Waller. 

Excife Office, Dublin. 
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No. 31,, 




The Examination of Mr. THOMAS VICARY ; taken on 
Oath, the 16th of April and 19th of June 1807. 

This Examinant faith, 

That he is at prefent in charge of the North Eaft Divifion Permit Office. In 
May j 802, he was appointed to the charge of the Malt Permit Office then eftabliffied 
in Dublin. All Permits for the removal of Malt from veffels, from Maltfters 
and Factors (lores, and from the (locks of. Brewers and Diftillers to their kieves, 
were iffued from that Office, till about the latter part of the year 1802, when the 
iffuing of Permits for the removal from veffels was taken from this Office, and rranf- 
ferred to an Office on the quays. This was done as well upon the application and to 
fuit the convenience of the Traders, as alfo for the better protection of the Revenue. 
He believes that in March 1 805, the Board ordered that all Permits for the removal of 
Malt to the kieves of Brewers and Diftillers, (hould be granted by the Malt Gaugers 
in charge of the Brewers and Diftillers (locks of Malt, and that all Permits for Malt 
received by Malt Fa&ors, Brewers, and Diftillers, whether Coaftways or from the 
Country, (hould be delivered to the Stock Officers, who were to grant the proper 
Certificates ; fuch Certificates to be produced at the Malt Permit Office, from whence 
Permits were to ilfue (except the Permits to Brewers and Diftillers kieves) for any 
fubfequent removal. He believes that in Auguft 1805, the Board ordered Malt 
Permits of every defcription, fave from the Office on the quays, to be granted by the 
Stock Officers ; in confequence, the Malt Permit Office under charge of Examinant 
ceafed to do any duty. When this Office was efficient, an account was opened in it 
for every dealer in Malt. In the 'Faftor’s account, the credit for Permits was efta- 
bliffied from the Permits lodged for the Malt received, and the Certificates granted 
thereon ; the debit was entered according as Permits were given for the removal of 
the Malt for which Certificates had been obtained. The credit fide of the Maltfter’s 
account was eftabliffied from the monthly charge-vouchers returned to the Colledlor’s 
Office; and the debit fide, from the Permits granted ; but no Permit was granted to 
Maltfters, unlefs the Colledlor’s receipt for the duty was produced. The accounts 
of Brewers and Diftillers, for fuch Malt as they received, were made up in the (ame 
manner as the Fa£lor’s ; and for fuch as was their own manufacture, in the fame 
manner as the Makfter’s. Befides keeping thefe accounts, and iffuing the Permits, 
Examinant was direfled occafionally to vifit the Dealer’s (locks, and to take an ac- 
count of the fame, which he did by gauging, and when ground, by weighing the Malt 
found in ftock. If the quantity on hands. .was found to be lefs, or to exceed., the 
credit in his Office-book, he noted any deficiency in the account, and made a return 
thereof to the Surveyor General, for the purpofe of his directing a profecution. 
When any excefs appeared, he laid , the excels, under feizure ; but, in both cafes, 
made a reafonable allowance to cover any inaccuracy in the gauge. Ac this time, 
he believes, the Officers in charge of Makhoufes took an account only of the Corn 
in procefs ; but kept no account of the drv (lock, nor were they furniffied with any 
regular account of the Permits iffued at the Office of Examinant; but they might 
have had accefs to fame if they chofe. ' 

Examinant underftands that, with the exception of the Quay-office, for the dif- 
charge of cargoes, all Permits for the removal of Malt are now granted by the Male 
Gaugers of the refpeCtive walks. 

The? Vicary. 

J. S. Rochfort , 

Fred 1 - Geale, 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton , 

Cha s Stewart Hawthorne. 



No. 32. 



EXCISE. 

Extract from the Board’s Minute, 12th March 1805. 

■ “ That the Malt Gaugers fbould be’ the only Officers to have cognizance of the 
Stocks of Malt belonging to each Brewer, Diftilier, or Malt Fackor; and that all 

Permits 
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Termirs to the kieves of Brewers and Didiilers, ffiould be granted by thefe Stock 
Officers, and that the Didillery Officers ffiould take up all Permits granted to the 
Didiilers kieves, as it is effentially neceffary that they ffiould do fo in order to make 
a comparative view of the quantity of Malt confirmed, with the number of gallons 
of Spirits diddled, fuch Permits to be filed monthly in the Infpector General’s Office, 
and to be returned monthly by him to the Examinator of Permits. 

“That the Permits granted to the kieves of common Brewers ffiould be iffued and 
taken up only by the Stock Officers, by which means the accounts will be Amplified, 
and the Check Officers enabled with facility to afcertain the (locks when they pleafe, 
lo as to deteft or prevent any fraudulent practice;; the-fe Permits alfo to be filed and 
returned as above-mentioned. 

“ That all Permits for Malt received by Malt Faflors, Brewers, and Didiilers, 
whether Coadways or from the Country, (hall be delivered to the. Stock Officers, 
who are to view the goods, adminifter the ufual oaths, grant the proper Certificates, 
and take the fame into their (lock accounts, fuch Certificates to be produced to the 
Malt Permit Offices, where Permits are to be iffued for a fubfequent removal, fave 
and except the Permits to the kieves of Brewers and Didiilers, which ffiould be 
.granted only by the Stock Officers.” 



No. 33. 

EXCISE. 

Copy of Board’s Minute for fufpending the Malt Permit Office, and arranging the 
Bufinefs thereof. 

ad Auguft 1805. 

The Board having by their Order of loth March lad, directing a new arrangement 
of the Malt bufinefs in this City, feen the neceffity of reftoring to the Malt Stock 
Officers the duty of granting Permits to the feveral Traders in their refpeftive walks, 
and the Board having given directions accordingly, except in the cafes of fubfequent 
removals, in which the Trader is dill under the neceffity of applying to the Malt 
Permit Office.in this houfe, who can have no immediate cognizance of fuch Trader’s 
dock. 

“ And the Board, not confideringtbe difference in the praClice in this indance jufti- 
fied by any argument or principle whatever, but conceiving that all Permits to their 
relpeCtive Traders ffiould be granted by the Malt Stock Officer only; 

“ It is therefore hereby fo ordered* accordingly. 

“ And thd Infpe&orS General are to take efpecial care that this regulation (hall be 
driClly complied with, and that notice thereof be immediately given by the different 
Malt Officers to the Traders in their refpeClive walks, of which the Malt Permit 
Office is to have notice.” 



No. 34. 

The Examination of Mr. FRANCIS CODD, Malt Faftor* 
taken on Oath, the 3d day of Auguft and 3d of Sep- 
tember 1807. 

This Examinant faith. 

That he is a Malt Fadlor in the City of Dublin, and receives large quantities of 
Malt, Coadways, from different parts of Ireland. 

When a veffel laden with Malt arrives in Dublin, a cockct accompanies it from 
the port where laden, certifying that the duty on the cargo of Malt has been either 
paid or fecured ; this cocket is lodged with the Clerk of the Coad in the Cudom- 
houfe, and after the veficl has been invoiced, a copy of it is taken out and lodged 
in the Malt Permit Office on the quay, which is edabliftied for the purpefe of grant- 
ing Permits for the difcHarge of Malt cargoes. 

There are four Malt Officers, whofe duty 'it is to attend to the difeharge of fuch 
cargoes, and take an account of the fame, and of the time at which -the Malt leaves 
the (hip, indorfing the fame upon the Permit. 

When Malt is to be removed to any didance, it is ufual to take out a fep'arate 
Permit for each parce. of 20 barrels fent out of the veflcl, unlefs where, by the non- 

attendance 
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attendance of the Officer whole duty it is to grant Permits, it has become neceffary 
to fend more than one gang of cars at a time. 

When Malt is to be removed to feme flare adjoining to the quays, and is conveyed 
by porters, a removal to the extent of 100 barrels fometimes takes place under one 

permit. 

After the Malt has been ftored, the Permits taken out for its conveyance from 
the veil el, are depofited with the Gaugers of the walk, who grant Certificates for each 
permit lb lodged with them. When Malt is to be re-permitted, application for Per- 
mits muft be made to the Officer of die walk ; but as there is no fixed place for that 
purpole, great interruption to bufinefs often occurs, from the difficulty of meeting 
with the Officer empowered to grant them. He is of opinion, that an Office fo? 
granting Permits from (lores, fucli as exifted a few years ago, would afford much 
greater convenience to the Trader. 

The Officer feldom gauges the flock of Malt, but ufually regulates the account 
by the Permits and Certificates, 

He pays a fee to the Officer of the Permit Office on the quay, of 6 d. for each 
Permit granted ; to the Officers fuperintending the difcharge of cargoes, is. per day, 
and latterly is. *i\d. per day, for each cargo, during the time of delivery, and to 
the Officer of the walk a fee of Sd. for every Permit, and is. 7 \d. for every Certifi- 
cate obtained from him. 



J. S. Rochfort, 
Fred * Geale , 
Robert Alexander, 
Charles Saxton. 



Francis Codd. 



No. 35. 



The Examination of Mr. HILL CLEMENTS, Gauv er; taken 
on Oath, the 9th day of May t8oy. 

In what manner were you direfted to attend the Commiffioners of Enquiry, when 
M examined by them ?— By an order of the Board of Excife, fent by a MeBenger 
as I belt recollect. ° * 



■Mr. Clements. 

\ — j 



Had you any communication with any, and what Officer, previous to vour at- 
tendance purfuant to that order?— I had, with Mr. Fitzimons, the Infpeftor General. 

Where did that conversion take plac 5 ?— At Mr.Fitzimons’s Office in the CuRom- 
houfe, where I attended him by appointment. 

Did you know the purpofe for which that meeting had been appointed ? I did 

conceive that it was in confequence of my being ordered to attend the Commif- 
fioners. 



Why were you of that opinion ?— Becaufe I was not in the habit of meeting 
Mr. Fitzimons by appointment at the Cuftom-houfe fo early as the appointed 
oui, and becaufe that hour was previous to the hour I was required to attend at the 
board; I think there were other circumftances by which that impreffion was made 
upon my mind, though I cannot fpeak pofitively as to them. 

By whom was the meffage of Mr. Fitzimons communicated to you ?— I do not 
exadly recoiled, but think' ic might have been by Mr. Starr, a Surveyor in the 
Dublin Diftrid. 

What convention paffed between Mr. Fitzimons and you at that meeting?— T re- 
collect only the tenor of the convention, which v. as, in fubffance, that heliad been 
applied to by the Board of Excife, to name an Officer who was capable of givino-an 
account of the duty to this Board, and that he had feleded me do go before the Com- 
rnifiioners of Enquiry for that purpofe; and added, that in my examination I need not 
give them too dole a knowledge of the practices of Traders and Officers ; that I need 
not tell them every thing. He then fpoke of the leading points to which he fuppofed 
ffiould be queftioned, and fuggefied the anfwers which he fuppofed I would make'; 
which were framed to be confident with the corred execution of the duty; and, 
amongft other things, mentioned, that they would probably afk me the amount of his 
ees > which, faid he, of courfe you do not know; but you may fay I get twenty 

O Guineas 
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Mr. Clements. Guineas for gauging a Hill. He afked me if I knew the amount of his fees ? I iaid 
v j i did not. He then faid, of courfe you cannot tell what they are. 

Did this convention take place in the pretence of any third perfon ?— I believe not. 
Were you afterwards examined by the Board of Enquiry ? I was. 

Did you inform Mr. Fitzimons of what paffed at that examination ?— I did, as far 
as my memory enabled me. 

When and where did you give him the firlt information of v, hat had paffed at your 
examination before this Board f-At his own houle, near Sandymounr, on the evening 
of the day of my firft examination Here. 

How came you to go out of town to make fuch a communication ?-I was rc- 
queued to do fo by a friend of his. 

Who was that friend? — Mr. Fanning, an Infpeaor General. 

Were you in the habit of vifiting at Mr. Fitzimons' houfe ?-I was not t I don't 
recoiled ever to have been there but once before, and then in company with Mr. Roe, 
the Diftiller, on fume buflnels. 

Where were Mr.' Fitzimons and Mr. Fanning, the Infpedors, then on duty?- 
I believe they were both then on Dublin duty. 

When did you fee Mr. Fitzimons again ?-I do not recoiled ; but I faw him often 
during my examination. 

Did you, at the fubfequent meetings, communicate to him what paffed at your 
examination ? — I did, as far as I could recollect. 

Did von communicate to Mr. Fitzimons, that the anfwers you had given to the 
Board were fuch as he had fuggefted?-! did communicate to Mr Fitzimons the 
anfwers I had given, which anfwers were fimilar to tliofe he had fuggefted. 

What obfervation or remark did Mr. Fitzimons make ?~He expreffed himfelf 
well fatisSed with the anfwers I had given. 

Have you anv reafon to fuppofe that Mr. Fitzimons knew that thofe anfwers had 
been in many inftances evaflve P-I cannot doubt but that Mr. Fltztmons muff have 
known them to be fo. 

DO you mean to apply the term evafive to fuch anfwers as avoided the queftions, or 
to fuch as mis-ftated the fafts ?-To fuch as avoided the queftions. 

Had you any, and what, conversion with him refpeffing your own 
led to have afked him what fees I fhould confefs, and to have received for aniwcr, 
fuppofe ten Guineas a month. 

Do you conceive that Mr. Fitzimons knew the amount of your fees to exceed 
that fum ? — 1 believe he did. 

After vour examination, did you Rate the anfwers given by you to this B«d 
refpe&ing your fees ?— As I believe I communicated all that paffed, I prefume I co 
municated thofe anfwers amongft the reft. 

Did this draw any obfervation from Mr. Fitzimons ? -I do not recolleft that it did 
with refpeft to my own fees; but I remember that, at one of thofe meeti gs « 
enquired if any queilion had been aikcd me about his fees. .0 which I repl. , 
there was not. 

•Was any perfon prefent at any of the conversions with Mr. Fitzimons ? -There 
was at the fecond converfation, which I have mentioned as having taken place at the 
houfe of Mr. Fitzimons. 

Who was there?- Mr. Starr, the Surveyor. 

Did you find Mr. Starr there ?— No, he went with me. 

How came Mr. Starr to accompany you on that evening ?— I alked hnn to go 

"‘why did you afk him to do fo ?-Becaufe I knew him to be on terms of intimacy 
with Mr Fitzimons and myfelf, and I wiftied for his company. 

Was 
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Was Mr. Starr prefent at any other meeting ?—• I do not recoiled! that he was. 

Did he exprels approbation or difapprobation of your condud! before this Board ? 
—-He expreffed approbation. 

Did yon at any other time communicate to Mr. Starr what paffed at your exami- 
nation before this Board ? — 1 did at feveral different times in the courfe of converfation. 

Did he approve or difapprove of your conduct ? — He feemed to approve of it. 

Did he know that you had evaded ourqueftions ? — He did. 

You have ftated, that on the day of your firft examination, Mr; Fanning diredled 
you to call on Mr. Fitzimons, where and when did you receive that direction r — In 
the evening of that day, at the houfe of Mr. Maclean. 

Who is Mr. Maclean ? — He was then a Diftiller, living in Meath-ftreet. 

Upon what bufinefs did you meet Mr. Fanning at Mr. Maclean’s? — In confe- 
quence of a meffage lefc at my lodgings, to call on Mr. Fanning at his own houfe, at 
five o’clock, as 1 belt recoiled! ; I went there, and was told he was gone to Mr. 
Maclean’s, where I found him, and believe he had gone to dinner. 

Had you any, and what, converfation with him? — Fie came out to me, and I men- 
tioned to him the examination which had taken place at this Board as far as I could 
recoiled! it, and the anfwers 1 had given. 

Was Mr. Fanning aware that you had evaded queftions put to you by the Board ? — 
I think he mult have been. 

Did he approve or difapprove of your condudt ? — He approved of it. 

Was there any perfon prefent at that converfation ? — There was not. 

Had any previous converfation taken place between Mr. Fanning and vou refpedt- 
ing your examination ? — I do not recoiled! that there had. 

Had you any fubfequent converfation with him on the fubjedt of your exami- 
nation ? — I had. 

Relate the Jubilance of them ? — •They were in general fimilar to thofe which I had 
with Mr. Fitzimons ; but I recollect his having once fpoken to me of Feint?, in fuch a 
manner as induced me to believe that he did not wifh me to give any information 
refpedting their ufual flrengths, and remarked to me, that having no hydrometer I 
could not give an opinion about it. 

Has any mifunderftanding taken place between you and any of the above-named 
Officers, lince your examination refpedling Diftilleries ? — Not the leaft. 

Had you any converfation at any time with any other fuperior Officer refpedling 
your examination here? — None that 1 now recoiled!; but I remember Mr. Knipe, 
the Examiner, to havefaid, in a jocular W3y, “ No wonder for Mr. Fitzimons to fay 
he had fent one to the Commiffioners of Fnquiry who would reveal nothing;” and 
occafional converfations refpedling my examination here may have paffed with fome 
of the Surveyors, but no fuch regular communication as I held with the Infpeclors. 

Hill Clements. 

J. S. Rocbfort, 

Fred k Geale, 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton. 



No. 36. 



The Examination of Mr. RICHARD STARR, Surveyor of 
Excife ; taken on Oath, the 1 2th day of May 1 807. 

Had you ever any converfation with Hill Clements and Francis Gainfort, refpedl- 
ing their Examination before the Commiffioners of Enquiry ? — I might have had, 
but I do not recoiled! any thing particular. 

4. Did 



Mr. Clements. 



Mr. Starr. 
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Mr. Starr. Did Gainfort tell you the queftions he was afked by the Commiffioners of En- 
_ _ J quiry? — I do not know but he did. 

Did he tell you what he had faid here refpedting his fees, and whether he had told 
the whole amount of his fees ?— I don’t know but he might, he told me a great deal. 

Were you intimate with Gainfort? — I was not. 

Were you intimate with Clements ?■ — I was. 

Had you ever any converfation with Adam Leech on the fufejedt of his examination 
before this Board ? — Not until lad Saturday, when he afked me if I had not been 
fent for to be examined before this Board. 

Do you recolledt to have had any converfation with Gainfort on the fir ft day of 
his examination here, relative to what he had faid in the courfe of that examination? — 
I don’t know the exadt day, but I have had converfation with him relative to what 
he faid here he told me he had faid that the Diftiiler gave him grafs for a horfe and 
a cow, or fomething of that kind. 

When did that converfation take place? — I believe it was, on the fir ft day of his 
examination, at the Diftillery of which he had charge. 

Did you fee Hill Clements on the firft day of his examination by the Commiffioners 
of Enquiry ? — 1 did; he called on me. 

For what purpofe ? — We took a tide out together that evening. 

To what place ? — To the houfe of Mr. Fitzimons, near Sandymount. 

For what purpofe did Clements go to the houfe of Mr. Fitzimons ? — To tell Mr. 
Fitzimons the queftions that he had been afked by the Commiffioners of Enquiry, 
and the anfwers he had given. 

Did Mr. Fitzimons appear to have expedted you at that vifitP—He appeared to 
have expended either Mr. Clements or me. 

What reafon have you for fuppofing that he expe&ed you? — Becaufe I am in- 
clined to think 1 promifed Mr. Fitzimons to go down to him on that evening. 

For what purpofe dp you think you had promifed to go down to Mr. Fitzimons 
on that evening? — To communicate to him what had paffed at the examination of 
Clements before this Board. 

Do you remember any of the fubje&s that Clements and Fitzimons fpoke of at 
that meeting? — They l'poke about what Clements had faid of the manner in which 
the duty was done by the Officers in charge of Diftilleries, and of their fees; Clements 
ftated the fubltance of what paffed before the Commiffioners of Enquiry, that is, of 
their queftions and of the anfwers he had given. 

Did you underftand from what Clements told Mr. Fitzimons, that he had given 
a fair and true account of the manner in which the duty was done, and of the fees 
received by Officers from Diftiilers, or an unfair and an untrue account ? — The im- 
prcffio.n made on my mind was, that he had anfwered corredtly in fome inftances and 
incorredtly in others’, and that the part about fees was incorredt. 

Do you think the ftatement of Clements made the fame impreffion on the mind of 
Mr. Fitzimons that it did on yours ? — I think it mud have made the fame impreffion 
on his mind. 

Did any expreffion of Mr. Fitzimons lead you to think that the impreffion made 
on his mind by the ftory of Clements, was fimilar to that made on your’s? — No ex- 
preffion of Mr. Fitzimons, but the manner in which Clements related the ftory, led 
me to think fo. 

Did Mr. Fitzimons exprefs approbation or disapprobation of the condudt of Cle- 
ments as related by him ? — He feemed to be well pleafed at it. 

Do you remember any thing to have been faid relative to the fees of Clements or 
of the Jnfpe&or General ? — Something paffed relative to fees, but whether thofe of 
Mr. Fitzimons or of Mr. Clements, I do not recolledt. 

For what purpofe did Clements call on you that evening ? — J cannot fay whether 
it was to go to Mr. Fitzimons’ or not, but it may .have been. 

Do 
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n 0 you recoiled any fum to have been named when fees were the fubjed of con- 
vention ?— There was a fum mentioned, but I do not recoiled what it was. L 

Did any thing pafs from Mr. Fitzimons relative to fees?— I do not recoiled, but 
he may have faid fomething about them. 

How long did you remain at the houfe of Mr. Fitzimons >— About twenty 
minutes. 

Was the hour late ? — It was dark, though it was in Augufr. 

Was there any thing faid of monthly payments r— Something may have been faid 
of monthly fees, but 1 don’t know what. 

Did the converfation which pafied about fees relate to anfwers already given, or to 
anfwers to be given?— The converfation which paffed related to anfwers which 
dements either had given, or would give, but I do not recoiled which. 

Were thofe the anfwers refpeding fees, which you have before dated as incorred? 
—Partly fo. 

Did the converfation apply folely to the fees of Clements, or to thofe of Mr. 
Fitzimons alfo'?— I confidered it to apply folely to the fees of Clements, but I will 
not take upon me to fay that the fees of the Infpedor General were not alfo men- 
tioned. 

Did the anfwers given by Clements relative to his fees, appear to have been eva- 
five or untrue ?— In part they were evafive and in part untrue. 

Had vou ever any converfation with any other Officer refpeding the particulars of 
the examination of Hill Clements before this Board ? — I never had any. 

Rich d Starr. 

J. S. Rochfort, 

Fred k Gea 'e, 

Robert Alexander , 

Charles Saxton. 



No. 37. 

The Examination of Mr. WILLIAM KNIPE; taken on Oath, 
the 13th and 14th day of May 1807. 

When the Commiffioners of Enquiry were about to commence their examination 
on the Excife, were you ordered *to feled any Officer to attend and give evidence 
before them, relative to the mode of doing the duty over Diftilleries ?— I am not cer- 
tain that I was applied to; but l know that an order was ifiued to Mr. Fitzimpns, the 
Infpedor General, and, I believe, to me, by the Board, to fend a good and intelligent 
Officer to the Commiffioners of Enquiry; I don’t recoiled that 1 recommended any 
Officer; but Mr. Fitzimons faid jocularly in his Office, that. “ he would fend that 
rogue, Clements, and let them make the bed hand they can of him.” 

What was the impreffion left on your mind by that obfervation of Mr. Fitzimons? 
—That he thought Clements fo clever, as to be able to give the Commiffioners of 
Enquiry luch anfwers as would puzzle them. 

If the feledion'of an Officer for the above purpofe had been left to you, would you 
have fent Hill Clements ? — I would not. 

Why would you not have fent Clements ?— Becaufe I had not a good opinion of 
his integrity, though I knew him to be clever. 

Did Mr. Fitzimons know what opinion you had of Clements ? Mr. Fitzimons 
knew that I thought Clements a corrupt Officer, though a man of abilities. 

W m Knipe, 

J. S. Rochfort, ltxamin'. 

Fred k Geale, 

R obert. .Alexander , 

Cha ' Saxton. 



J 



Mr. Knipe. 
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No. 38. 

The Examination of NICHOLAS FANNING, Efq. Infpedof 
of Excife ; taken on Oath* the 13th and 16 th days of June 
1807. 

jV! Fanning a Efq, How did you receive the order to attend this Board ? — By letter from Mr. Worth- 
t _ j ington, Secretary to the Commiffioners of Excife. 

Do you know whether the inferior Officers received their orders to attend this 
Board in the fame way ? — I believe they all did, except in the firft inftance, when as 
•well as I recoiled, the Board of Excife applied to Mr. Knipe and Mr. Fitzimons, to 
feled a proper Gauger to fend to the Commiffioners of Enquiry ; I believe Mr. Fitzi- 
mons fent Hill Clements as a fit perfon } I concurred in the recommendation, as 
I thought him a fmart man, and capable of giving every information j but I am not 
fure whether I figned the order. 

Have you had any converfation with Clements, relative to the evidence that he was 
to give, or relative to the evidence that he had given, to this Board} — I never re- 
coiled to have had any particular converfation with him. 

Did you fee him in the evening of the firfl: day on which he was examined at this 
Board ? — I am fure I did not. 

Did he come to you on that evening, at the houfe of Mr. Maclean, a Diftiller ?— r 
I am fure he did not. 

Did you defire Clements to go out to Mr. Fitzimons at Sandymount, either that 
evening or at any other time ? — I never did. 

When did you return to Dublin ? — On Monday laft. 

Did you ever hear that Hill Clements had faid any thing with refped to his exa- 
mination at this Board ? — I heard from Mr. Knipe, Examiner 'of Gaugers book’s, 
that Hill Clements had been here again, and had given evidence different from that 
which he had formerly given. 

What converfation paffed with refped to Clements? — Nothing particular, only 
fome general converfation with refped to a phrafe faid by Mr. Knipe to have been 
jocularly ufed by Mr. Fitzimons about Clements. 

Can you ftate what that phrafe was? — I have no recolledion of any of the par- 
ticulars. 

Do you know whether Mr. Fitzimons retains a good opinion of Clements ?—* 
I fhould fuppofe not, as he is aware of the mifcondud of Clements. 

Since Fitzimons has changed his opinion of Clements, have you had any conyerfa- 
tion with him about Clements ? — Nothing particular that I can recoiled} but I know 
that I told Mr. Fitzimons, fince Clements was examined at this Board, that I had 
a. very bad opinion of him, in confequence of fome alterations which he made in 
his books. 

Had you any converfation with Clements fince he was removed from the charge 
of Diftilleries ?-^Nothing particular, only that he told me, this morning, that he had 
been very badly treated. 

Can you- fay pofitively, that you did not defire Clements to come to you at the 
houfe of Mr. Maclean, the Diftiller ? — 1 cannot recoiled} I might have met him at 
dinner there, but I have not the fmalleft recolledion of it. 

Do you think fuch a circumftance could have occurred without your being able to 
recoiled it? — I think not.} nor could I have had any motive to fend for him, unlefs 
I had fome order to give him } I might have had fuch a thing to communicate, but 
I cannot be pofitive. 

Is it poffible that Mr. Fitzimons could have requefted you to fend Clements out 
to Sandymount, and yet be unable to fpeak pofitively to any one of the circumftances 
attending fuch a tranfadion ? — I cannot be pofitive ; he might have defired me to do 
fo} I may have fent a meffage to Clements defiring him to call on me at Maclean’s} 
and I may have told him that Mr. Fitzimons wiftied to fee him at Sandymount} 

but 
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but I cannot poffibly recollect; I have no recolleftion on earth of any filch clfcum- N.Famih&Efq. 

Did von often fend out Officers to Mr. .Fitzimons at Sandymount ?— I may have 
fent out Officers to him at different times on Revenue bufincfs. 

Will you take upon you to fay, “ that you did not fend Clements on the firft day 
of his examination at this Board ? ” — I may have fcnt him, and 1 may poffibly have 
fent him on that very evening on Revenue bufnefs. 

Have you ever had any communication with Mr. Fitzimons, refpefiing the tef- 
timony given to this Board by Hill Clements ! — I never had. 

Had you any communication, by letter or otherwife, with any other Officer of 
Excife, refpecting the teftimony of Hill Clements ? — 1 never had. 

Did your correfpondence with Mr. Starr, Surveyor of Excife, relate to that 
fubjed? — Certainly not. 



Have you ever had any converfation refpeding Clements’s examination before this 
Board, eicher with him or any other perfons, except that which you have laid took 
place in Mr. Fitzimons’s Office?— Never any particular, farther than, on Clements 
having mentioned fomething of the evidence he had given relating to Feints, I con- 
ceived his ftatements to have been incorred, and remonftrated with him, and told him 
1 thought he ought to corred the error. 

Did you think that Clements knew the ftatements he had made to this Board were 
incorred ?— 1 certainly did, as I conceived his knowledge of the duty of a Gauger 
to be more perfed. ' & 

Did you make any report of that circumftance ?— I did not, as I conceived the 
thing itfelf, about which the erroneous information had been given, to be a matter 
of no importance. 

Do you recoiled whether the converfation, dated to have palled in Mr. Fitzimons’ 
Office, related to Feints properly fo called, or to what was differed to pafs in the 
Diftilleries under the denomination of Feints? — lc certainly related to real Feints, and 
was, I rather fuppofe, relative to the ftrength of Feints. 

Having now heard read the evidence given by Clements on the firft day of his 
examination here refpeding Feints, would you wilh to make any addition to, or 
alteration in, the above anfwer ?— To the bed of my recolledion Clements Hated in 
Mr. Fitzimons Office, that he had faid he did ufe a hydrometer. 

Is it your opinion that his evidence, as you have heard it read, is corred ?— It ap^ 
pears to me to be fo. 

^ Was it from the manner in which Clements mentioned what he had faid here, or 
from what he had faid, that you conceived it was incorred ?— Becaufe I knew that 
it was not the pradice of the Officers in my infpedion to ufe hydrometers, and 
therefore did not conceive that he ufed one. 

Was Clements giving a general account of the evidence which he had given to this 
Board ? — I conceived that the account related merely to the manner of keeping the 
•books, and to the manner of difpofing of Feints. 

Do you recoiled where this was ?— In the Office of Mr. Fitzimons. 

What perfons were prefent at. this relation ?-r-Mr. Fitzimons, and, i believe, Mr. 
Xnipe, and fome other perfons. 

Were they all attending to what paffed r — He was mentioning it publicly in the 
Office. 

Do you recoiled on what day thi-s was? — I cannot exadly fay ; I rather think it 
was towards the clofe of Clements’ examination, but I have no particular reafdn 
for thinking fo. 

You have faid that you advifed Hill Clements to come to this Board, and corred 
the error in his examination ; do you recoiled whether any of the other perfons 
prefent gave him the lame advice ? — I do not recoiled that they did. 

Co you remember any other public mention of what paffed at this Board ? — Never 
any other. 

4* You 
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N-F.r-im Eh ' You have ftaled minutely what pafied in the Office of Mr. Fitzimons ; canyon 
. n > v7 uke opon you t o fay, that you had not directed Clements to go out to ivlr. 

Fitzimons at Sandymounc ? — I really, cannot. 

Do you recoiled! to have held any convention with any other Oflicer who .was 
examined here, relative to his evidence before this Board F-l do not recoiled, 1 
might have had, but 1 really do not recoiled. 

C-n vou fav whether the phrafe that you have mentioned to have beer, tiled by Mr. 
rVzuT.ons, refpeding Clements, was expreffed in the words, “ I will fend that rogue 
Clements to the Board of Enquiry, and let them make the belt hand they can of 
him or anv words to that effed ? — T o the belt of my recolledron it was to that 
cflb-a, but to the belt of my recolledion during or fubfequent to the examination of 
Clements at this Board. jv&!>. Vanning. 

J. S. Rochfcrt, 

Fred k Gea’e, 

Robert Alexander, 

Charles Saxton, 

Cha ! Stewart Hawthorne. 



No. 39. 

The Examination of JOHN BURKE FiTZIMONS, Efq. 
taken on Oath, the 1 5th day of May 1807. 

r When the Commiff, oners of Enquiry were about to commence their examination 
AK.rt-. 4 Wj rd F XC ife, were you applied to or ordered to feled any Officer® attend and gtve 

' - 1 fence before them relative to the mode of doing the duty oyer Dtft, llet.es ?-I was 

gUJ a Gauoer and I recommended Hill Clements ; I thought him a very 

man and that he would tell you every thing : he applied to me to know what he 
Lffid faf, and I ancedhim, « Why fhouldyqn afk me when you know you will be 
on your oath,” or to that effed; tell every thing you know. . 

Do you recoiled holding any convention with Mr. Knipe, the Examiner of 
Gaugers Books, or any other perfon, expreffive of your opinion about Clements. 

I df not think 1 ever had ; 1 never recoiled hav.ng had any with any one. 

Did you fay to Mr. Knipe that yon had fent Clements ?-No. .that I recofted 
certainly not; 1 have no impreffion about him more than the reft; 1 told them all 
to tell every tiling they knew. . 

Do you recoiled having deftred Clements to meet you on the morning of tee day 
that he 5 ™ firft ordered to attend the Board of Enquiry ?-I do not recalled. 

Had you any particular knowledge of Clements, that induced you to fend him?- 

Not more than of any other Officer. . " ' , 

Do you think Mr.’ Knipe muft have been miftaken, when he fays he recol efts -th 
vou Paid in vour Office, that you would fend “ that rogue, Clements, to the Com- 
miliofer of Enquiry, and let hem make the belt hand they can of him r’ -1 have no 

reeffiledion of having faid any thing of the kind ; if I did, I could nothave been fences. 

Had YOU any, and what, converfation with Clements on the Erft day of h,s examina- 
tion « this Board ?-l do not recoiled that 1 had any other converfation w„h h m, 
but what I had with every other Officer whom 1 fent to you, which was, J 

fhould tell all they knew. „ , _ _ r 

Did you fend any other Officers, and did you previoufly fee all the Offiqer^.^ 
were fent by your Diredions to this Board ?— 1 did fend other Officers, , 

fort and Adam Leech, and 1 may have fent others; with feme of them I n ) 
fpoken, to others I have not. 

Do you recoiled to have had any converfation with Board! . 

other Officer, previous or fubfequent to the examination of w „ h 

relative to that examination ? -I do not recoiled to have had any com 'er 
either Clements or any other Officer either previous or ‘° “ ° t0 fay 

examination at this Board, relative to that examination, other than to 
all they knew. Certainly never any particular converlation. j) 0 
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Do you know that Starr, the Surveyor ofExcife, knew what patted at the exami- J.B. Fitx!mons,Efj.. 
nation of Clements ? — Yes ; on the evening of the firft day of the examination nf i 
Clements, Starr and Clements came to my houfe at Sandymount, and Clements 
told me (as I underftood from him) all that patted, and having thought that he had 
given a fair and true account, I expreffed my approbation of his conduit, conceiving 
the fame to be exadly conformable to the inftrudions I had generally given ; and I 
pofitively fwear that if the contrary has been faid, it has been grofsly falfe, as I have 
ever held this Board in the highelt refpeit. 

D© you remember that the fubjed of fees was ftarted at that convention ?— I can- 
not be pofitive to any particular part of the converfation, nor to the motives which 
induced Clements and Starr to come to me. 

Were you in habits of intimacy with Clements and Starr, or either of them ? — 

Certainly not w ith Clements, but conceiving Starr a better fort of man than the gene- 
rality of Excife Officers, 1 perhaps knew more of him; I believe him an honeft, cre- 
ditable, and independant man, and a man that is not capable of telling a lie. 

Were they in the habit of vifiting at your houfe ? — Clements never, that I recoiled:, 
but upon that occafion ; Starr repeatedly. 

Do the circumftances laft mentioned call to your recollection the having had any 
converfation with Clements on the morning of his firft examination at this Board ? — 

Certainly none, except what 1 have before mentioned, and which I have before dated 
as fully as I could. 

Did you confidcr Clements as having been brought down by Starr, or do you 
know of any direction having been given for his. coming? — I cannot tell whether Starr 
brought him to my houfe, nor do I know of any diredion having been given him 
to come. 

At what time did they go to your houfe ? — It muft have been in the evening, as 
it was after his examination here. \ 

Do you remember whether it was late, and whether it was dark or not ? — I do not 
recoiled ; it might be feven, or eight, or nine, or ten o’clock. 

Was Mr. Starr in the habit of calling at your houfe at fo late an hour as any of 
thofe you have mentioned ? — He often did. 

Do you happen to recoiled, in the courfe of the converfation which took place 
on the evening above mentioned, that any thing was faid about monthly payments 
to Officers ? — 1 do not; I have a very imperfed recolledion of the interview, which, 

I believe, lafted net more than five minutes, and I never thought of what patted at it 
fince; as I conceive it to be incorred to hold much converfation with perfons comin^ 
to give evidence before this Board, either before or after their examination ; the im- 
preffion made on me by Clements was, that he had told the truth to this Board. 

Did you exprefs approbation or difapprobation of his condud ? — I expretted 
approbation of his condud, becaufe what he had faid fo fully anfwered the general 
d-iredions I had given, namely, that every Officer ffiould rell the Board of Enquiry 
all he knew. 

Can you take upon you to fay that no converfation took place about your own 
fees at the abovementioned interview ? — I cannot. 

Was Starr prefent during the whole of the converfation between Clements and you? 

■—I cannot pofitively fay he was; but I dare fay he might have been; poffibly 
Mr. Starr may recoiled: the converfation better than I do. 

Are you quite pofitive that Starr had not received your diredions to bring Clements 
to your houfe ? — None, that I recoiled ; but I cannot be pofitive. 

Can you fay pofitively that no other perfon was direded by you to fend him ? — 

1 cannot. 

What is your belief? — I believe I never did, having no great anxiety about it. 

When did you fee Starr laft r — I faw him abouc five minutes before I came here 
this day. 

4 ‘ Have 
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'• Have you had any conversation with Starr on the Subject of his examination at this 
1 Board ?— I never had ■, nor, if he wiftied it, would I fuffcr him, deeming it incorrect 
fo to do. 

Did you conceive, from the account Clements had given you of the anfwers made 
by him to the qoeftions pot to him by this Board, that his anfwers had been incorrect 

or evafive ?— I did not. . . 

J. B. bitzimons. 

J. S. Roch forty 
J red' Genie , 

• Robert Alexander , 

Charles Sax-on. 
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